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= The INTRODUCTION. 
$1 RK; 


EAN / 
S a traveller on a journey, to make the 
beſt of his way, waits not for company, 
ſo I ſhall not for your converſation to 
| finiſh our diſcourſe | on the ſubject we 
had begun; that I may diſpatch it in fewer 
words, : | | 
Having ſufficiently vindicated myſelf in the firſt 


part, called the Reſurre&ion Reconſidered, which ticle 
I now think was a miſnomen, I purpoſe to paſs 


over all reflections, regard nothing but the argu- 
ment, and to handle it in as ſerious a manner, as I 

can, to gratify ſuch ſerious enquirers as yourſelf; 
You have been acquainted, that the CuzaRt rs 
inſinuations againſt me are falfe, 1 hope to your 
ſatisfaction; and I don't doubt to make it appear, 
that all his arguments, with thoſe of Mr. SYLvEs- 
TER'S, Mr, CHANDLER's, and Mr. Jacx$on's, are 
* 


| [4] 
of the fame kind; if common ſenſe may be al- 
lowed to determine the controverſy ; for I lay claim 
to nothing uncommon, tho* Mr. Sylveſter charges 
me with ſo doing; nor does the argument on m 
| fide need it; and that which does, ſhows a wea 
cauſe: for plain truth is eaſily defended, and is my 
defence. She is the MinzRva that covers me with 
her inviſible ſhield, and gives good courage to a 
good conſcience. But the eaſy- credulity of the 
vulgar is that bubble of imagination, which is 
broke with the leaſt blaſt of good ſenſe. | 


g. 2. Of Chriſt feretelling bis own ReſurreFion. 


I am now to begin with Chriſt's foretelling his 
own reſurrection: I ſhewed, that what is ſaid to be 
delivered in public, that of the temple and of Jonab, 
were parables, and not underſtood ; this is not de- 


nied. So that what was public, was not plain, and 


what was plain, was not public; and thoſe predic- 


tions that were plain and private, tis ſaid, were not 
underſtood, This is well ſaid, becauſe the circum- 
ſtances attending the fact contradict the predic- 


tions: therefore, as the diſciples fore-knew nothing 
of their Maſter's riſing from the dead, the Jew 
rulers muſt have been ignorant of any ſuch predic- 
tion; and if fo, the ſtory of ſetting a watch, and 
the private predictions, muſt have been interpo- 
lations, 5 "== 
Againſt this *cis urged, 1, That the five predic- 
tions to the diſciples were not all delivered in pri- 
vate. 2dly, That they were not enjoined ſecrecy 
in the caſe. 3dly, That ſome diſciples might ac- 
quaint the Jew rulers with it. And, 4th, that they 
liſtened to the prophecy, becauſe they were con- 
vinced, that Jeſus wrought miracles. TO 
I ſhall anſwer all theſe objections to my argu- 
ments, is. C 4 


1 


[5] 


§. 3. Whether the prediction were all delivered in 
private. 


l- 


* 


O5. That the five predictions of Jeſus to his 
diſciples were not all delivered in private. The 
Clearer ſays, (p. 45.) to take them as I have rang'1 
them, The firſt and third were made to the diſci- 


8 2 


- — 0. 


a © ples: Is there not reaſon then to ſuppoſe they 
Ee were made to more than to the twelve, for be 
18 * bad ſeventy diſciples.” 1 
Anſ. There is no reaſon to ſuppoſe this the caſe 
the firſt time; for St. Luke (ix. 18.) ſays, When he 
was alone praying, his diſciples were with him. Could 
; he be alone, when ſeventy perſons were with him? 
is 1 think it ſignifies, that % than the twelve, rather 
© than more, were with him; for his being alone ar- 
> gues privacy, and that at moſt it can mean no 
10 more, than that he was with the twelve alone, 
d mentioned a little before, ver. 10. 12. Beſides, this 
bo was at a time when he enquired of them privately, 
1 What perſon the people took him to be? Tho', by 
- I the way, if Jeſus — mens thoughts, as the evan- 


geliſts ſay, what need had he to aſk his diſciples, 
what men ſaid of him? for in that caſe he muſt 
have known before-hand, what men ſaid, and what 
they would anſwer. ö 

The third time was, when he paſſed thro? Galilee, 
and would not that any man ſhould know it, ( Mark ix. 
2X 30.) therefore he had not the multitude of the dil- 
ciples, nor the 70 with him; for then he muſt 
have been known. Beſides, at this third time, 
they that heard, did not underſtand what he ſaid, 
nor aſk'd what he meant, (ver, 32.) Therefore, 
"tis more likely they were not ſeven, than that they 
were 70, unleſs all the diſciples were without un- 
derſtanding, | | | 

Cee B 2 RET $267 to 


[6] 
So that every one of the five predictions to the 
diſciples were private to the apoſtles only. 


8. 4. Whether ſecrecy was enjoined the apoſtles ? 


O. But they were not enjoined ſecrecy in 
the affair; only in this point, that png was the 
$ Chriſt,” 

Anſ. The reaſon why Jeſus deſired privacy was, 
according to Mark, (ix. 3 1.) for this very cauſe, that 


he taught his diſciples, and ſaid unto them, the ſon of | 


man muſt be killed, and riſe again; and this the diſci- 
ples kept private, ſays Mark, ver, 10. After the 
transfiguration he charged them they ſhould tell no 
man what things they had ſeen, till the ſon of man 
was riſen from the dead; And they kept that ſaying | 
with themſelves, queſtioning one with another, wa 
the riſing from the dead ſhould mean. But St. Luke, | 
(ix. 44.) has it only, that he ſhould be delivered into | 
the hands of men, without a word of his riſing | 
again, the moſt eſſential point; ſo that either the | 
one ſeems to have ſtretch'd, or. the other to have | 
forgot himſelf, and wrote without the guidance of 
the Holy Spirit; for that St. John (xiv, 26.) was | 
to bring all things to their remembrance, chat Chriſt | 
had ſaid unto them. St. Lake (ix. 45.) writes, that 
th:y underſtood not this ſaying, and it was hid == | 
them that they perceived it not, and they feared to | 


aſk bim of that ſaying. Surely he kept them in a 
very awful fubletion | But what did they not un- b | 


derſtand? *Tis very plain they did not underſtand : 
what he meant, that he ſhould be delivered into the | 
hands of men, and riſe from the dead, 
The fourth time, when Jeſus is ſaid to deliver | 
this ſecret to the twelve, apart from the reſt, it was 
ſecre enough, for they knew not the things that were 
ſpoken, that is, they knew not what he ſaid ; there- 
tore they could not diſcover it. Fit „ 
e 


179 | 

theſe for the ſecrets of divine wiſdom! There was 
no fear of their diſcloſing the divine ſecrets. . Tis 
no wonder they are not yet diſcloſed ; and that the 
mylteries of the kingdom are always explaining, 
and never explained, If they underſtood not their 
Maſter, how ſhould we, who have our leſſons 
from them. . | 


© Oh. But ſays the Clearer, . Tho” the diſciples 
did not underſtand the meaning of the prophecy, 


+ they underſtood the language or import of the 
words, or elſe what did St. Peter reprove our 
Lord for ? | | 

Anſ. How they underſtood not the meaning, 
but the import of the words, paſſes my underſtand- 
ing: St. Peter underſtood what he ſaid about his 
ſufferings and death, but not what he ſaid about his 
riſing again; and *tis moſt trifling to ſay, If 
they underſtood the literal ſenſe of the words 
«* ſpoken to them, they might report them, and 
others underſtand: the meaning, tho* they did 
not; and thus at leaſt the chief prieſts might 


come to know that Feſus had foretold his reſur- 


rection.“ If they knew the literal meaning of 
the words, they knew all the meaning the words 
had ; for *tis not pretended they had any other. 
But I ſhould never have done, if I was to take no- 
tice of all their weak arguments. | 


$. 5. Objettions anſwered, 


JF ©. © But the thing they did not underſtand 
was, how the Meſſiah, who (according to their 


* notions) was to live for ever, was to die and riſe 


again.“ * e ie 
Anſ. But if they underſtood what he ſaid, they 


had the more reaſon to believe he would live for 
ever, if he was to riſe to life again, after he was 


O55 


dead. 55 


Rc. 
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. aſſertion to be wrong. The Clearer himſelf tells us 


a ſtill ſmall voice. John the Baptiſt and Jeſus only 


but this voice was not fit for prieſts to hear; for 


18 | 
O55. The Apoſtles were enjoin*d ſecrecy, not 
© with reſpect to the death and reſurrection of Je- 
* ſus; but with reſpect expreſsly to this point only, 
that he was the Chriſt.” | 
Anſ. But I have proved the former part of this 


of another ſecrecy enjoined the diſciples, beſides 
his being the Chriſt, which is the viſion of the tranſ- 
figuration. Therefore the Injunction was not with 
reſpect to that © one point only,” as the, Clearer 
ſays, p. 50. That ſuch a fine ſhow ſhould be 
made only to three men, and kept private till after 
the reſurrection, is as dark a ſtory as the viſion 
is ſaid to be bright. 

Ogi. The Clearer argues (p. 50.) That the pro- 
hibition to divulge it, was enjoined the diſciples, 
that they ſhould not from hence raiſe falſe no- 
tions of Chriſt's power.” | 

Anſ. Did their keeping it a ſecret prevent what 
falſe notions they might receive from it ? But how 
could they raiſe falſe notions of his power, if he 
was God as well as man ? And why was the voice 
of God ſecreted from the people's knowledge ? 
Jeſus was declared to be the ſon of God to a very 
few: and they too that already believed it. Twas 


24 „ „ 22 
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heard it before, and theſe three his familiars now. 
Had the voice ſpoke to the ſcribes, phariſees, and 
infidels, they, perhaps if they had heard the ſon *? 
declared, would have wanted to know the father; 


they that keep others in ignorance ought to be 
kept in ignorance, Yet, as I wiſh their converſion, ! 

I would they had heard; for perhaps the father |" 
might have converted them, tho? the ſon could not. 


§. 6. 


1 
$. 6. Of Jeſus enjoining his diſciples to ſecrete his 


character. 


But wherefore did Jeſus charge his diſciples to 
tell no man that he was the Chriſt ? The Cliarer 
ſays (p. 47, 48.) to prevent the ill effects of it; 
for ſuch declaration to the people, according to 
* their notion of Chriſt, would have amounted to 
a claim of temporal power, which our Lord (he 
« ſays) took all proper occaſions to diſclaim.” ' 

Anſ. Had he done fo, in all probability he had 
ſaved his life. But if he wrought Miracles, he 
had more than temporal power; and therefore 
had no need to fear any thing, when he was in- 
Z veſted with a power divine. Does he mean that 
the fears of death were fo ſtrong in him, that he 
forbad his diſciples while he was living to own 
him the Chriſt; but commanded them, after he 
was dead and gone, to conſtrain all men to believe 
and own 1t by the terrors of damnation ? If fay- 
ing he was the Chriſt amounted to a claim of tem- 
poral power, according to the peoples notion, 
ſnould not his firſt and chief buſineſs have been to 
ſet his diſciples and the people right in their no- 
tions, what the expected Meſſiah really was, be- 
fore he declared himſelf that perſon ? Had he 
convinced them of the former, the way had been 


| Hpav'd to the latter. What ſignified referring the 


people to ſearch the Scriptures, and telling them 
that hey teſtified of him, when they did not un- 
derſtand its Teſtimony : For while their notion re- 
mained of a temporal redeemer, they could not ſce 
the ſeriptures teſtified of him. To what end were 
they to ſearch the ſcriptures, which repreſented the 
Meſſiah to them in a wrong character, as a prince 
Poſſeſſing, and not diſclaiming temporal power? 
That the Father ſhould deceive his own pcople by 


1 his 


[ 10 } 


his prophets, and they thro' faith in that word 


ſhould be fa bigotted to the deception, that the 


Son could not undeceive them, is ſo very unac- 
_ countable, that it can paſs with none but a tho- 
rough-pac'd believer. To what end did he make 
them his apoſtles ? How could the world believe in 
him, if he prevented himſelf from being known to 
the world? How could they. believe in bim on whom 
they had not heard? And bow could they bear with- 
out a preacher ? And how could they preach if they 
were not ſent, but forbidden? If Jeſus did not come 
to make himſelf known as the Chriſt, wherefore 
came he ? If he did, why did he forbid. his diſciples 
to make him known? And why. were: they ſent to 


preach that his kingdom was at hand? If his com- 
ing was to be made public, why was ſecrecy en- 
join'd? If the old teſtament gave the Meſſiah a a 
character the new does not, *tis plain they differ as 
widely as fleſh and ſpirit, things temporal and ſpi- 
ritual. Tis probable, Jeſus finding his diſciples | 
rude and ignorant, knew that their manner of di- 
vulging his pretenſions would do him more injury 
than advantage, therefore he forbad their telling 
it, and cautiouſly delivered it himſelf to proper 
perſons, for he knew ſome too well to commit him- 


ſelf to them. John ii. 24. 


5. 7. Whether the diſciples or Judas diouged the | 


Prediction of Chriſt's reſurrection. 


T objected, that ſome diſciples, or at leaſt 2% 
das, might acquaint the ſcribes and phariſees with 
the private prediction of Jeſus concerning his dy- 


ing and riſing again. n 
And yet the Clearer ſays (p. 71.) that There 


is not the leaſt intimation in the goſpel, that the 
chief prieſts knew the opiaion of the diſciples in 
* this caſe, or that they would have conſidered : | 

_ 
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© of any weight or moment at all.“ For as he 
« ſays, * The: rulers had them in contempt,” how 
then did they believe their ſtory if they heard it? 
But this they could not do; for *tis not at al) pro- 
bable the diſciples ſhould diſcover what they knew 
not, fot they own. that they did not underſtand 
Jeſus was to riſe again from the dead; this the 
ſcripture and the Clearer confeſſes, p. 49. and what 
men do not underſtand they don't know. But that 
h ſame; of the diſciples ſhould blab the ſecret, and ſur- 
12) & prize the ſcribes and phariſees with the diſcovery, 
or that F#das, who betrayed his maſter; might be- 
fore tray his ſecrets f as it is not at all likely, for the 
reaſon already given, ſo tis probable the Jew ru- 
lers gave no manner of regard to it, if any of them 
om did. Tis very unlikely they ſhould credit ſo idle 


en Ya ſtory told them by his credulous diſciples; at leaſt 
h a what Judas ſaid; who in their opinion mult needs 
T 25 pass for a deluded fool, and a treacherous villain. 
ſpi- Beßdes, Jadas making a ſale of his maſter, ſhews 
=o Ihe did not believe a; word of it, unleſs he was in 


di- hopes after his reſurrection to fell him again. But 
Jury had the ſcribes and phariſees been told of it, why 
ling ſnould they fear leſt he ſhould: be as good as his 
Per word, when at the ſame time not one of thoſe who 
um- Apelieved in him, believed one word about it: For 
f ever they heard the prediction, they regarded it 
o little, that they forgot it, though it was of the 
t importance to them to — it;, and how 
Would they do otherwiſe, if they did not under 
tand what was ſaid about it. St. John delivers it 
y way of excuſe, that as yet they knew nos the ſcrip- 
„n ures that he was to riſe again from the dead, But 
dy- if they knew not what the ſcriptures ot old prophey 
ies ſaid, they knew what their maſter, had prophe- 
here ſied, if he faid what is reported, which was 
the enough to inform them of it. The words as yer, 
'S 1 the defenders ſay, is a kind of proof that they knew 
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tions of any thing to come in the hearers, ſo they 


1 ſame queſtion being aſked again, told of ſome pre- 
N * - and thereaſon they never divulged them before his 


[m2] 


it afterwards : But none of them know it yet out of 
the old prophets. Thoſe enigmatical expreſſions of | 
the temple and Jonah, which the apoſtles did not 
underſtand when ſpoken, they might know, but as 
yet had not given them the force of prophecies. 
Words not underſtood, as they raiſe no expecta- 


foretell nothing, and are no prophecies, Mr. Sy/- 
veſter has found the prophecy only in types, and 
Mr. Chandler in ſtrain'd inferences. This ſhews 
they are ſo diſtreſs'd to find any of this ſort, that 
they are obliged to make them ; for he that makes 
the ſcripture to ſpeak what it don't, makes ſcrip- 
ture to ſerve his turn. | i 17 
The Clarer objects. Suppoſe now the diſci- 
« ples want of underſtanding to be true, it ſhews # 
their honeſty and ſincerity in reporting it fairly; 
and aſks what purpoſe could beſerv*d by it.“ 
I anſwer, viri vera ſimplicitate boni | Are we then 
to depend on the ſincerity and honeſty of men that 
want underſtanding ? Alas, how eaſily are ſuch | 
men deceived! But this purpoſe it might ſerve, ſup- | 
poſing them not altogether ſo honeſt as the Clearer | 
preſumes. When they ſaid their maſter was riſen, | 
ſome Jews might put this queſtion to them, Which 
they could not anſwer: You ſay your maſter roſe 
from the dead, and that he knewall things; how 
came it then to paſs that he did not foretel his 
own reſurrection ? To which they, to prevent the 


= „ n 8 ä . * 


dictions of this fort delivered in a private manner; 


reſurrection, nor expected it themſelves, was, be- 
cauſe they never rightly knew what the words 
meant, but took them for parables, Pleading their 
Incapacity tounderſtand them, is the beſt excuſe 
they could give for not divulging them, | 


$. Whether | 


[13] 


& 8. Whether the Few rulers believed the prediction of 
v3 Chriſt's reſurreftion ? ; 


The Clearer queries, What then is to be ſaid 
© for the chief prieſts, why did they fear his re- 
© ſurreftion ?*- And anſwers, © Becauſe he had 
< foretold it, that they took him for a great pro- 
phet, and had been witneſſes to his miracles ; 
therefore they liſtened to a prophecy in this 
© caſe, which in any other they would have de- 
< ſpiſed ; for had the Jes been perſuaded that 
© he performed no wonders in this life, they 
< would not have been afraid of ſeeing any done 
by him after his death.“ 

Anſ. Nor does it appear they were. This is, Sir, 


3 Wputting it upon a different footing than what St. 
Matthew does; but let us 

That Jeſus had foretold his reſurrection, at leaſt 
to the ſcribes and phariſees, is not proved, and 
that he did it at all, wants conſiſtent proof; for 
had the diſciples known it, they muſt have fore- 
known his riſing again; but that none of them 
foreknew this, is confeſſed. by words and deeds, 
f they did not - ſuf] 
believed in him, an | 
oretel it plainly, and frequently, how could ge 


try the caſe in this light. 


him to riſe again, who 
(as *tis reported) heard him 


xpect it who believed him not, nor the flying 


Meports that were told of him; nor, as far as we 
Fan find, ever heard of any ſuch prediction from 


imſelf or others? But waving the advantage, ſup- 


poſe the chief prieſts heard of this prophecy, would 
they regard it from the mouth of one whom they 
put to death as a deceiver? Or, ſuppoſe they 
fchought him to be a great prophet, could they pol- 
ſibly put him to death, to ſuch a kind of drath as 

an impoſtor, and wiſh his blood might be on them 
and their children? Or believing him to be a great 


CY prophet, 


f 14 } 


prophet, did they therefore ſuſpect he might po 

ſibly riſe again? Were great prophets uſed to Tiff 
again? Or is it poſſible for them to do ſo? No 
certainly; prophets once dead lay as quiet as other 
men. But The wonders he had wrought in his 
life made them liſten to a prophecy in this cafe.? 
Did they on this account ſuſpect he would do 
wonders when he was dead? It cannot be: The 
Clearer ſays (p. 39.) when they ſaw him on the 
croſs, * They thought they had found the extent 
* of his power, and that he could not fave himſelf.” 
But ſuppoſe all that has or can be ſuppoſed, (p. 61.) 
that They feared he would come from the grave, 
* armed with power to take vengeance of their 
* wicked and crue] treatment of him.“ Did they 


for this ſet a guard of ſoldiers to kill him again, | 
as Mr. Chandler inſinuates, p. 46, 37. Had he 
* appear*d as himſelf, who knows what the watch i 


might have done, in acting the ſame bloody 
« ſcene over again, were it not for the angels 
that defended him? Or did the chief prieſts 


ſet a watch to give them warning to run away, | 


if he ſhould riſe again? Nay, but they ſet a watch 
to be certainly inform'd of the truth. How could 
they doubt but the truth would diſcover itſelf, hy 


his perſonal appearance, if he ſhould riſe; or by | 
his non-appearance, it he ſhould not? The caſe | 
was of ſuch a nature, there was no. reafon to believe 
it could be concealed; fieri aliter nam poteſt; light 
cannot be hid; and no man lights a. candle to. put it 
under a buſhel, but on a candleſtict. Sw, they mult na- 


' turally conclude, as we ſhould have done in the 
ſame caſe, that there was nothing in it, if they 
ſaw nothing of it. EE”! | 


1 e 


. Whether 


[ Is ] 


- 


$ 9 Whether the goſpel biſtory be a proof that the Jews. 


But tho?, to give their argument full ſcope, I 
have ſuppoſed the ſcribes, prieſts, and phariſees, had 
ſome apprehenſions from miracles; yet now I in- 
tend to enter into the merits. of the cauſe, and ex- 
amine what influence the miracles of Jeſus, as re- 
corded in the goſpel, had upon them, _ 

The Clearer has recourle to the golpels, to prove 
that che ſcribes and phariſees believ'd the miracles 
of Chriſt ; No doubt but thoſe writers would have 
it thought ſo, and unthinking Chriſtians believe it; 
but what argument is this wich Deiſts, with whom 
his engagement is, and whom he ſhould attempt 
to convince ? How is this evidence a proof to thoſe 
that doubt the evidence by which arguments are 
found for both ſides? And if for what makes 
againſt itſelf, thoſe will be looked upon as the moſt 
credible: For not ſo much heed is given to what 
an evidence affirms on the fide he eſpouſes, as to 
what probabable facts he inadvertently confeſſes on 
the contrary fide. For what can that evidence 
prove to the ſatis faction of the enquirer, who finds 
reaſon by his enquiry to be diſſatisſied about the evi- 
dence? Witneſſes that diſagree, prove nothing in 
their own favour ; for their diſagreemats deſtroy 
their own authority, and make void what they in- 


. ſinuate by what they confeſs. The conſiſtency and 


validity of the writiags out of which the proofs are 
taken, and the probability of every thing re- 
late, ſhould firſt be clear d up, before the proofs out 
of it in their favour are to be taken for granted. 
For deiſts think it reaſonable, that as theſe hiſtories 
relate more improbable, and much more incredible 
things than other hiſtories, they ought to bring 
with them ſome more ſubſtantial proof than others 

| 7 to 
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to confirm the truth of ſuch prodigies as they relate; 
or elſe that every relation in them which is not as 
probable as other true hiſtory ſhould ſtand for 
nought ; that what is to paſs for the current coin of 
Cæſar ſhould have Cz/ar's image and ſuperſcription 


on it. Stories that are nor miraculous may paſs for 


truth, and often do, though they are not ſo. 
All the difference that I know of between a believer 
and an unbeliever, is this; one can believe what 
has the face of romance, and the other cannot. In 
common things they both believe, and may be im- 
pos'd on alike, For inſtance, ſhould: it be reported 
that the archbiſhop of Canterbury with his coach 
and horſes went over the Thames, in the ferry, 
from Lambeth to Palace: yard, on a certain day; 
it might be credible, and Deiſts and Chriſtians might 
believe it alike, though - the report be falſe : But 
ſhould it be affirm'd, that his grace's horſes flew 
over the Thames, with the coach after them, even 


by the aſſiſtance of angels, I fear it would be incre- 


dible to thoſe who are ſlow of heart to believe all 
that is written or reported, even tho* the bench of 


biſhops had no more grace than to ſwear it, with 


reverence to them be it ſpoken, was it poſlible 
that they could report any thing ſo incredible : 
And why muſt we needs believe, on the bare. report 
of unknown reporters, things ſeemingly as impoſ- 
ſible or unlikely, becauſe they are generally be- 
liev*d by thoſe that never made -a particular enqui- 
ry. Many believers have not time, ſome have no 
diſpoſition, others no capacity to examine rightly. 
Beſides, when principles are fixed by authority as 
only right, it diſcountenances all examination; and 
in all ſuch caſes it is done for that end, leſt men 
ſhould ſee different than their ſeers would have 
them. For my own part, Sir, I am determin'd to 
believe what appears to me to be right, and to 
examine into the appearances -of things. Truth is 


the | 
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me touchſtone of the goſpel, not the goſpel of 
truth; and the rule of truth is the reaſon and nature 
of things. No book can prove it ſelf, but by its 
own internal marks; and muſt periſh with the au- 
thority by which it is ſupported, unleſs it have this 
eternal character. But I muſt cut ſhort this co- 
pious ſubject, becauſe I have many articles to run 
A e FL 1 


§. 10. Whether the Jew rulers believed Cbriſt's mi- 
142 21307 239 ee ROE | 


- The Clearer endeavours to prove the book by 
the book, viz. that the prieſts, ſcribes, and phart- 
ſees- believed the miracles of Chriſt ; but the inſtan- 
ces he brings, are no more a proof, than that tell- 
ing a ſtory is a proof of it. Such proofs may do 
for believers; but not for thoſe he has to do with. 
If the effects don't agree with the cauſes, thoſe 
cauſes are conſequently diſproved : as the tree is 
known by its fruits, fo are the premiſes by their 
conſequences. That the rulers did not believe them 
is plain, from what is there objected, Have any of 
the rulers 'of the people believed in him? And had 
they been ſatisfied with the reality of his miracles, 
they would not have deſired others. Why does 
Jeſus call upon them to believe his works, John x. 


25, 26, 38. but becauſe they didn't believe them, 


can any thing be more plain? They accuſe him, 
'John viii. 13. of bearing record of himſelf, without 


other ſufficient teſtimony,” and therefore that it was 
not true; to 1 rhaps to work ſome 


miracle publickly in their ſight; They call'd for 
ſigns and wonders, that they might believe, yet he 
gave them none, when they called for them: tho? 


all the wonders he is ſaid to work, was for this end, 


that they might believe, yet this end they never 
effected. A bare declaration that he was the Chriſt, 
| | | 5 did 
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had a jealouſy, that he might poſſihly be the 


that character: and perhaps the high prieſt aſæ d 


| C5 
did not convince them; nor did his prophecies, that 
he ſhould riſe again, conyince even his diſciples, 
which renders both dogbtful. And tis own'd, that 
he obtain'd leaſt credit among thoſe ' who ſhould 
have known; him beſt, his own countrymen, and 


of his miſſion ſeems all along to be the conteſt be · 
tween the unbelievirg Jews, and him. The o RTA 
Auro of the Trial ſeems to allow it, by ſaying, 
that Jeſus, put the proof of his miſſioa on the truth 
of the reſurrection before predicted: but this pre- 
diction, as well as the reſurrection, appear to want 
that clear and proper evidence, which *tis reaſana- 
= to expect in ſo important and extraordinary a 


> 45 44 $88 4 ; A 211 3 | 
$. 11, TheClearer's arguments to proveChrift”s miracies | 
believed, prove the contrary. 1! | 


Sir, If © the. Jews believed his miracles, and 


* Chriſt,* as the Clearer inſinuates, (p. gg.) would 
they have uſed him as they did? The high prieſt 
2 the queſtion to him in a ſolemn manner, 

hether he was the Chriſt, does not prove that 
they ſuſpected it; it only proves his pretenſions to 
that character, not fo Barabbas, or any other com- 
mon malefactor. They had put that queſtion to 
him before, Jobn x. 24. and probably often; for 
had they been ſuſpicious of it, and for that reaſon 
made a ſolemn enquiry, they would have been bot- 
ter ſatisfied. with his anſwer, than it appears they | 
were. He told them 22 — Chriſt, and 5 N 
was the conſequence ? The high prieſt rent his 
clothes, — out blaſphemy for his aſſuming o 


« - — * 5 # 


him with no other view, but to Wee ; 


[ WY. © 
of his own mouth, whether he denied, or affirmed 
it. Had he denied it, they had proof of his pre- 
tenſions; and he affirming it, they condemn'd it 
wid for blaſphemy: this might perhaps be to provoke 
and him to work a miracle then, to — it; for Jeſus 
oof told them they ſhould fee one hereafter, but that 
be» would not ſatisfy them; and the high prieſt ſeem'd 
47 © obliged to make the demand in that folemn man- 
ng, ner, that he might give him an anſwer, becauſe he 
uth } anſwered nothing to queſtions that were aſk'd 
pre- him. | | 5 
ant Again. When Pilate was willing to acquit him, 
ma- leſt he ſhould not be crucified, all the people, as well 
Js Was well as the prieſts, the ſcribes and phariſces, cried 
out earneſtly, Crucify him, crucify him, his blood be 
son us and on our children; which ſhews, that what 
les was the ſenſe of the rulers; was the ſenſe of all 
the people, except thoſe that were his diſciples ; 
therefore his miracles were not generally believed. 
and O5. But St, Mark ſays the people were influ- 
the W< enc'd by their prieſts to make this clamorous de- 
uld F< mand.” - | | 1 
elit Anſ. With St. Mark's leave, If the people had 
ner, been well acquainted with his miraculous cures, as 
that WW” cis at other places inſinuated, they could not have 
been thus unanimous with loud voices in making ſuch 
demand and I think, that He ſhews himſelf to be 
little acquainted with the ſentiments of human nature” 
ho thinks they could believe his miracles, believe 
| Wim a prophet, and yet be influenc*d to ſpeak and 
act in ſuch a manner. 
Again. Herod was glad when he had him in his 
ic 2 cuſtody, becauſe he expected to ſee him do ſome 
miracle to fave his life: but when he found nothing; 
of that power difplay'd by him, he concluded it 
was not in him, thereupon he and his men of war 
out Wdeſpiſed him, and ſet him az nought, concluding cer- 
of FWeainly that the extraordinary power of God was 
ö | D moſt 
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moſt neceſſary to be diſplayed, on the moſt extraor- 
dinary and neceſſary occaſions; and therefore they 
mockt him on the croſs, ſaying, He /aved others, 
himſelf he camot ſave, And, Ab! thou that ſavedſ# 
others, ſave thyſelf, come down from the croſs, and we 
will believe thee; i. e. We will believe thou canſt 
ſave others, if now thou canſt ſave thyſelf, The 
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N Clearer ſuppoſing this to be mockery, argues that 
| the mockery lies only in the laſt words, himſelf he 

i cannot ſave, but that in the former, he ſaved others, i © 
1 they ſpake as they meant, and * acknowledge his mi- 
iÞ © racles by which others are ſaved.* But then theſe are 
i words of pity, and from them no mockery can be il: 
ik drawn: but if the words, himſelf he cannot ſave, , 
. are nor ſuch as betoken pity, the whole is mockery, Wl 
i and ſignify, they believed nothing leſs than the y 
| former words expreſs, that he ſaved others ; theſe n 
6 therefore are irony, if the others are drollery. As | x 
i if they had ſaid, See the proofs of his ſaving others, | 
"ik when he cannot ſave himſelf. It ſeems naturally | 8 
9 impoſſible, they ſhould believe he ſaved others, con- 
feſs it, and droll upon it, or make it the ſubject of 
5 mockery, from which none can be drawn. . 

1 They go on with their mockery, ſays the 
Ih. Clearer, * If be be the king of Iſrael, let him now | 

itt come down from the croſs : Why all this triumph | 
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was the Chriſt, As if they had faid, If he be 

Chriſt the King of J/ael, as he would be eſteem'd, 

ed let him deliver himſelf now from the Roman power, 
without which he cannot deliver us, nor be our 

inſt king, and then we will believe his power and cha- 

” racter. 

ho St. Maithew and St. Mark ſay, They that paſſed 

% railed on him, and reviled him, wagging their heads, 

and ſaying, Thou that deſtroyeſt the temple, ard buildęſt 


uh it in three days, ſave thyſelf, if thou be the ſon of Goa, 
are ¶ come down from the croſs : this is mockery both in 


be words and geſture. He ſaid, He is the ſon of God, 
if he be, let God deliver him now, if he will have 
ry, | him, i, e. for his ſon z let God ſhew it by a ſignal 
"1. Wdelivetance ; which ſhews they had no ſuch extraor- 


on Idinary opinion of him, and alſo the ſmall credit 

As fand confidence they put in him, or his miraculous 
„ Wworks, | 

ers, 

aly . 12. Miracles, without correſpondent eſfects, im- 

} of | probable. 5 


the W The Clearer ſays, (p. 40.) * Their mirth did not 
laſt long: when Chriſt died, nature ſeem'd to die 
IF with gt the ſun was darkened, the veil of the 
IX t<mple was rent in the midſt, the graves open- 
had | ed, the rocks rent, c.? . gi 
And yet the nature of the Jews remain'd the 
me; their hearts were not rent, tho? the rocks 
ent; nor quaked, tho? the earth quaked; and tho! 
Ihe graves opened, their underſtandings appear not 
Jo be opened! What a ſtrange thing is infidelity, 
That no miracle can work upon it. The only per- 
f be ns theſe miracles were wrought to affect, were un- 
ffected by any, which is itſelf another miracle! 
Inleſs they were wrought only for ſhow, and to be 
gaz'd at, to affect mens eyes, and not their hearts; 
Ir were they deſign'd not to do it? or could the 
| D 2 devil's 
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[ 22 ] 
devil's power prevent God's from taking effect? h 
Indeed the evangeliſts bring in the Roman centu- d 
rion, ſaying, this was a righteous man, and the Wt 


people ſmiting their breaſts. But though all were Hr 


imitten, none were wounded, none are ſaid to be p 
converted, The Clearer ſays, * Probably the ſcribes Il t 
© and phariſees withdrew ſilently, unwilling to diſ- . 
cover any fear or apprehenſion before the people.” n 
And 'tis as probable they ſaw none of theſe ſights, Ml £ 
firce we read of no effect theſe miracles had upon i. 
them. If we may judge by probabilities, is it pro- MI J! 
bable that God, or Chriſt, ſhould work wonders in ¶ t! 
vain, fo that an uncommon power ſhould be ex- i v 
erted, and produce no common effect! or that mi- i a 
racles ſhould be wrought to contradict miracles! as MP 
thoſe mult be that have a contrary effect to their fe 
natural tendency, and the deſign of the Great Au- 
thor. For according to the Chearer, concerning | 
Chriſt's miracles, The queſtion now is (faith he 
p. 38.) what effect this had upon the ſcribes and 
chief prieſts? That they were extremely alarm'd, | 
appears plainly ; and that they ſought his life, as | 
the cn'y method to. ſtop the influence he gain'd 
over the people, is notorious. But were they clear | 
of all doubts themſelves ? Had they no miſgiv- H 
« ings of mind that he might poſſibly be what he r. 
« pretended to be? I ſay, Sir, to me it ſeems impoſ- F © 
ſible, that they ſhould ſeck his life to ſtop the in- ¶ fi 
fluence he gain'd over the people by miraculous n 
works, or that they ſought his life, and brought a- 
bout his death in a judicial way, and yet had miſ- a 
givings or doubts in their minds, that he might n 
poſſibly be what he pretended to be. Whoever can J. 
« ſuppoſc it, ſhews himſelf to be but little acquainted. i 9! 
© with the ſentiments of human nature.“ If the Romans 
had ated thus towards him, for fear of his be-M 7 
coming a king, and breaking their power, it had I “ 
been more reatonable ; but that the Jews believing * 
| | E 
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his miracles, ſhould crucify him, for fear of his 
delivering them from the Romans, is altogether ab- 
ſurd, Had they believed he wrought many mi- 
racles, they had the leſs reaſon to fear the Roman 
power, and the more to let him alone, and let 
the Romans deal with him, But the caſe is, while 
ſome believed him to be a'good man, it was the opi- 
nion of others, that he deceived the people ; and the 
great men objected, that only the ignorant believed 
in him. If probability may be allowed, we may 
judge of effects by their cauſes, and of cauſes by 
their effects; i. e. wonderful cauſes will produce 
wonderful effects; and where no wonderful effects 
are produced, *tis probable there were no wonderful 
producing cauſes : Or otherwiſe they are of no con- 
ſequence or ſignification ; they proceed from no 
natural cauſe ;z therefore, they being not a link of 
the great chain of nature, have no natural effects; 
they appear to be works in vain ; extraordinary 
power diſplayed to no purpoſe ; being out of na- 
ture, nature is not affected by them; they go no 
farther than themſelves. A tryal of ſkill one may 
call it, that leaves every thing ag it found them ; 
him that is unjuſt, to be unjuſt ſtill; he that is 
filthy, to be filthy ſtill; he that is righteous, to be 
righteous ſtill ; and he that is a fool, a deceiver, 
or a believer, a wiſe or an honeſt man, or an in- 
fidel, to be the ſame {till : So it was if the rulers and 
men of learning among the Jews had been witneſſes 
of his power to work miracles, as *tis infinuated, 
and yet behaved in ſo violent and outrageous a man- 
ner againſt him. That they ſhould conſpire to put 
Jeſus to death becauſe he wrought miracles, is to 
out-do miracles. | ; | 
If it be objected, that this was the will of God, 
That they ſeeing might ſee, and not. perceive z and 
hearing might hear, and not underſtand ; left they 
ſhould ſee with their eyes, and hear with their 2 
an 
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and underſtand with their hearts, and ſhould be con- 1 
verted and ſaved; and that the Lord gave them 3 
eyes that they might not ſee, ears that they might not R 
bear, and hearts that they might not underſtand, Then M* 
one would be apt to think it had been more gra- - 
cious to have given them neither eyes, ears, or 5 
hearts; and that the Lord had better concealed his 7 
wiſdom, by ſaying nothiug. This either made . 
them rebellious, or hardened them in their rebel- (| © 
lion; without which, *cis confeſſed, they might A 


have been converted. But this is throwing all the H 
odium on God, to make the ſtory good; and ra- 
ther than that may be falſe, he muſt be rendered tri 
cruel and unjuſt, This way of accounting for ſuch ni. 
unaccountable things, may account for any thing, WW... 
be it ever ſo abſurd, Nor will a judicial hardning 
falve the ſore, and be the conſiſtent practice of him | 
that delights not in the death of a ſinner, but rather 
that he turn and live, of him whoſe tender mercies are 
over all his works, of him in whom mercy rejoices | 
againſt judgment, and of him who came 10 call ſin- 

ners to repentance, and to ſeet and to ſave the bſt 

Sheep of the houſe of Iſrael, Sir, I muſt own I think 

in this caſe, as tis repreſented, nothing could pre- 

vent nature from yielding, but a ſupernatural | 
hardening power, an inflexible ſtubborneſs mira- 

culouſly infuſed in the leading Jews, or they muſt | 
have ſhudder'd, and recoil'd, if they had ſeen ſuch 


amazing power diſplayed by the mighty Jews. 
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§. 13. Of the Fews aferibing Chriſt's miracles io the 
oa | 


O3j. But the Jews, who could not deny his 

_ © miracles, aſcribed them to the power of the de- 
F. „ 

Anſ. Tis wonderful ſtrange, that the Lord Jeſus 


never caſt this devil out of their hearts, and yet caſt 
: | out 


[ 25 ] 
out all devils every where elſe ! Or that the devil 
of infidelity ſhould be an invincible devil ! If the 
devil can work miracles as well as God, and they 
are not eaſy to diſtinguiſh, and miracles are the 
proofs of a divine miſſion, theſe proofs are not 
eaſily known; and then we are little the better for 
having it ſigned and ſealed with , miracles. Mr. 
q Hardy, a reverend, grave pate, that wrote a- 
ade gainſt Mr. Chubb, ſays they are diſtinguiſhed by ſu- 
perior power; if ſo, good and evil are not crite-. 
rea, but power gives right; and the devil is right, 


the WW when he is not contradicted, -or confounded by ſu- 
þ 4 perior power: But if Mr, Chubb had held ſuch doc- 
55 trine, what a devil would they make of him, for 


his powerful dulneſs. Suppoſing God and the de- 
vil both work miracles, I apprehend that natural 
reaſon can inform men how to diſtinguiſh the one 
from the other; viz. by their nature, tendency, and 


er effects. The devils miracles muſt diſcover them- 
9” ſelves by doing miſchief to the bodies and proper- 
20 tries of men, and acts of violence tending to ſome 


ill end, as the ſetting up another Deity, teaching 
immoral acts for religious duties, or doctrines de- 
ſtructive of reaſon and mankind, by introducing 

ars, tyranny, ignorance, perſecution, and all mil 


al Mcebiefs injurious to civil ſociety. But ſuppoſe. the 
* Wniracles wrought are a mixture of good and evil, 
t o whom then may they be aſcribed ? If a man can- 


ot ſerve God and Mammon, and there be no com- 
nunion of light with darkneſs, if alſo God be ab- 
olutely good, they cannot be from him. And if 
the devil could ſpeak truth for an ill end, as in 
6; or if he can transform himſelf into an an- 
el of light, why may he not do good that evil 
ay come ? Since we believe Jeſus was ſent from 
od, and acted by his Authority in all he did for 
he good of men, that he did no fin, neither was 
uile found in his mouth ;, that he went about doing 

| 2 goog, 


[26] 
good, 10 ſeek and to ſave thoſe that were loft » If 
any works are ſaid to be done by him, which are 
inſtances of power, but not of goodneſs, thoſe 
ſtories muſt be look'd upon as forgery ; therefore 
the goſpel of our Saviour's infancy is rejected, in 
which are many wonders reported to be done by 
him in his infancy, and ſome things miſchievous: 
But, Sir, ſeeing the miraculous works of the 
bleſſed Jeſus were all divinely good, thoſe that were 
witneſſes of them could not aſcribe them to the 
devil. The tree is known by its fruit. If on this 
account his fame went thro* all Syria for the great 
i and good works that he wrought ; if all the f 
5 country was alarmed with his miracles, ſo that 
1 < the chief prieſts could not be unacquainted with 

if * them, if many of his miracles were perform'd 
in public places of reſort, in preſence of the 

< ſcribes and phariſees, as the Clearer ſays, p. 37. 

; How could they deſire of him a ſign from hea- 
ven, when they had ſo many, and ſuch glaring 

1 wonders had been done before them? And why 
1 did he anſwer that no fign ſhould be given them, if 
he gave them ſo many? What need had they to 
fear any thing, either as to his not being the per- 
fon they expected, or being unable to perform 
what they deſired? And how could ſome of them 
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4 ſay he deceived the people, call him a deceiver,} 
„ and put him to death, and in the manner they 
5 did, had his miracles in doing good been ſo well 
4 known; neither prieſt nor infidel would cry cru- 
the cify him, crucify him, (which is the ſame as hang 

it him, hang him, ) in this age, nor any other age; . 
i for men are in general the fame in all ages; they 
#4 muſt needs think it weak, as well as wicked, to 
3 attempt to put to death one whom: they knew had 

15 power to raiſe the dedld. 


EM 
— — + 


Sir, if the enemies of Jeſus doubted the reality 
of his miracles, or believing them, were fooliſh] 
oY ES: : enough 
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4 
enough to think they could be wrought by any 
other than the power of God; they might  ima- 
gine if they had him in their cuſtody they ſhould 
have a proof of his ability, and ſo be convinc'd 
or by putting him to death, put an end to their 
own fears of ' mutiny, and contentions on that ſcore. 
This only will account for their actions towards 
him, and for deſpiſing his pretenſions, as well as 
diſmiſſing all their apprehenſions concerning him, 
or what his weak, diſpers*d, and terrified party, after 
his death, were able to do with his dead body. 

If the Jews ſaw his miracles, and ſometimes 
ſuſpected they might be from God, at other times 
from the devil; thoſe miracles were not of that 
ſort as could certainly convince them by what 
authority he did thoſe things, but left them in 
as much ſuſpenſe as if he had not done any, and 
then all the great works he wrought were to no 
purpoſe, nor any true ſign of his miſſion. 

Sir, if the ſtory was then reported, that Jeſus had 
been in private conference with the devil forty days, 
and ſome had ſeen them on the pinacle of the temple, 
it might give them a great deal of ſuſpicion: that 
e had to do with the devil, and was entered into 
ontract with him to cure diſeaſes and caſt out de- 

ils by Beelzebub; not to divide, but to eſtabliſh his 
ingdom in the world, But the ſtory that gives 
olour to ſuch an inſinuation is ſo infamous, that it 


oght with ſcorn to be torn out of the goſpels, 


nd excommunicated as apocryphal and heretical. 
14. Remarks on ſome particulars in the Clearer. 


As to my examination of St. Jobn, concerning 


Chriſt's foretelling his reſurrection, the Clearer is 


dy no means willing to rely on it, and begs leave 
To examine 


o examine for himſelf. Very well. 
| for 


13 


1 
for one's ſelf is right. But has he found me in an 
error? No: Then he confirms my ſearch. a 

What the Clearer finds in. St. Fobn which he 
ſuppoles predicted Chriſt's death, I paſs over, thar il 
being no part of this argument. He imagines the 
reſurrection indicated in Jobn xiv, 1. 2. 16. 18, WM 
xv. 16. 22. which he ſays were far from being deli- : 
vered as ſecrets. Tho? the meaning of thoſe words 1 
muſt needs have been a ſecret then, if they are not 
ſo yet. He owns (p. 58.) that The diſciples if a 
© themſelves little apprehended what Chriſt's dy- W 1 
ing and riling again meant, thought it myſte- il t 
© rious, and a parable > They had been long accuſ- i 
* tomed to this ſort of language, and had frequently ¶ t 
been puzzled with it.” And elſewhere, * When Un 
he was crucified, all their hopes died with him; ¶ t 
and when he was rien again, they could ſcarce 7 
credit jt.” | b 

The Clearer's method of finding out the ſenſe of v 
expreſſions, by applying one to another uttered at 
different times and occaſions,. ſhews hint to be in 
the utmoſt diſtreſs. WF tc 

He thinks that prophecies may not be under- n- 
ſtood, till the thing propheſied comes to paſs; but Mg 
a prophecy not underſtood, is underſtood to be no i ft: 
prophecy. | | f 

The Clearer and the other defenders ſuppoſe too, 
that the evangeliſts were great grammarians, aud | 
had à critical knowledge of the Greek tongue, or 


why do they reaſon ſo grammatically in ſeveral pla- ne 
ces. A thouſand ſuppoſitions not to be proved are Wh 
not to the purpoſe, | ar 
"I | | = p< 

S. 13. Of the prediftions of the reſurrection. * 

IF G t 


- In my Reſurrettion of Feſus conſider d, it Was as : 
ſerved, that it does not appear to be foretold, nor 


expected, for reaſons which I ſhall now corroborate. | 


Cl: 


[ 29 1 


I. Becauſe what was ſaid to be given in public, 


an 
was not underſtood to relate to it, nor fulfill'd. 
he 1ſt, As to time; tho' much pains has been taken 
har to make out the time from Friday evening to Sun- 
the day morning, anſwer to three days and three 
18, nights, the little I have faid will not convince them, 
eli- and the great deal they have ſaid will not convince 
rds me. Mr. Vbiſton ſays on this ſubject, © I cannot 
not pretend, that two nights alone are three nights; 
ples ¶ and therefore he thinks the three days and three nights 
dy- in Marthew xii, 40. a later interpolation : and I 
ſte- MW think Chriſt cannot be ſaid to riſe on the third day, 
uſ- if he roſe before the third day came. He laid in 
itly the grave no part of the third day, nor the third 
hen night: this difficulty has no doubt been a thouſand 
m; times repeated, but never confuted, neither in the 
rce RIAL, the Evidence clear'd, nor any other, nor can 
be; therefore it would be loſt time to take notice of 
> of what has been ſaid, or ſay any more about it. 
at But, ; | 
> in MW 24h. The prediction ſays no ſign ſhould be given 
to that evil generation, but that of Jonah; and yet 
Jer- neither the ſign, nor the thing ſignified, was ever 
but given to that evil generation, who required it: but 
no theſe gentlemen can ſee no promiſe of a reſurrection 
to hem in this ſign, only of lying a certain time in 
oo, the grave. But, ſays the Clearer, that Chriſt 
aid . would appear to them in perſon after his reſurrec- 
or tion, there is not a word about it.“ Then it was 
la- Ino ſign at all to them; it ſignified only, that he 
are ſhould, when dead, lie three days in the grave, 
and who doubted it: well then, what did they ex- 
pect, that he would afterwards riſe again; there 
| is not a word about it,“ ſays he: what then were 
| they afraid of? and why did they watch? 
ob- | 3dly. The Jews were told u0 ſign ſhould be given 
nor ¶ them, but that of the prophet Jonas; whereas the 
ate. ¶ Clearer ſays, he gave them many other ſigns or 
Be- : 2 miracles, 


[ 30 ] 
miracles, which if he did, this ſentence is not-true, 
and if this ſentence be true, he gave them no ſign, 
but diſclaimed all miraculous power; tho? if any 
ſign was given, why ſhould they demand another 
and why did he not then refer them to thoſe ſigns 
and wonders he had given them? Or why not tell 
them of the reſurrection of Lazarus, that was to 
be? If he intended to give them a ſign, why was 
not Lazarus rather given for a ſign to that genera- 
tion than Jonas, whom they knew nothing of, but 
by tradition? If Lazarus was fairly dead, and rais'd 
again to life by divine power, it could not have 
been prevented by their fore-knowing it: to have Ml 
given them notice of it at ſuch time, when they 
call'd upon him for a ſign from heaven, muſt have 
been a full and ſatis factory anſwer. All my anta- M 
goniſts have paſſed over in ſilence the remarks I 
made on what followed the raiſing of Lazarus, in 
the Reſurrection conſidered, third edition, page 28. Ml * 
That affair is ſet in ſo true and converting a light, ! 
that it dazzles their intereſted optics. | t 
The prediction in Jobn ii. 20. was not underſtood MF t 
by any, therefore no prediction; and when ſpoken, | 
conveyed no ſuch meaning to the hearers, as his re- © 
ſurrection from the dead. n 
II. The predictions ſaid to be given in private ¶ a 
were not underſtood to have any ſignification of a 
real reſurrection, but only as parables, and dark 
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5 enigma's, therefore no predictions. 5 
* 1. Becauſe tis confeſſed, the diſciples did not 
Fil underſtand the words that were ſpoken, what riſing g 
1 from the dead meant; therefore they could not blab re 
LY it to the high prieſt and phariſees, nor alarm them h. 
155 with what they were not alarm'd of, nor expected. 1 
17 And thoſe that heard not his prophecies, nor be- m 
j E liev'd his miracles, but were ever and anon call- tb 
1 ing for a miracle, could not expect the riſing again in, 
15 of Jeſus after his death. ar 
(WE But 

4 


8 


1 


1 3 | 

But if a fraudulent LE. was apprehended, 
as St. Matthew relates, and Mr. Chandler ſuppoſes, 
of the diſciples making, and therefore they ſat a 
watch, and a true one unexpectedly happen'd, tis 
not probable. | 

1/t. Becauſe *tis not credible that the watchmen 
ſhould be almoſt killed by miracles, and deny thoſe. 
miracles that had ſuch an effect upon them. 

24ly, Becauſe *tis not credible that the Jew ru- 
lers ſhould believe them, and hire the ſoldiers to 
deny that truth which they themſelves believed. 

3dly, Becauſe tis not credible that the rulers 
and ſoldiers ſhould by ſo doing think to conceal 
the conſequence of a true reſurrection. | 
4thly, Becauſe *tis confeſſed that Jeſus never ap- 
peared inpublic to any, but to his diſciples only. 

5thly, Becauſe the accounts of the appearances of 
Jeſus, even to his diſciples, do not agree, nor can 
they make them agree, tho? they have rack'd their 
inventions all manner of ways, and would have - 
their unauthoriz'd explanations paſs for goſpel au- 
thority. | 

6 hh, I have to add, that the miraculous cir- 
cumſtances of the reſurrection as related, and the 
miracles faid to be done afterwards to prove it, do 
all want equal proof as the reſurrection itſelf. 


§. 1 6. The defenders characterix d. 
WM 71 wit, Sir, I could find any fair Arguments a- 


gainſt theſe, in che writings of any of my reve- 


rend opponents, who *tis likely may imagine they 
have faid ſomething which deferves regard: I wi 

I could: with an honeſt heart pay them a compli- 
ment that I find any of them produce better than 
the great Clearer himſelf, who has the art of mak- 
ing aſſertions and ſuppoſitions look like reaſon and 


argument, 
2 As 


« „ 
32 
As for Mr. Chandler, I declare without flattery 
or envy, maugre all his fnarling, (tho' if he ſnarl'd 
leſs, he would write better) he is next to a biſhop 
in his way, greater than St. Paul for learning, and 
almoſt like him, ſcarce behind the very chiefeſt of 
the apoſtles; with this difference, St. Paul had a 
thorn in the fleſh, but he has a thorn in the ſpirit. 
Reſpecting Mr. Silveſter, I am ſorry that any honeſt 
man ſhould not ſee that truth and honeſty are nearly 
related : However, as he 1s churchman, and what 
he has wrote is for the church, tis excuſable. He 
but modeſtly 8 things, and hopes his ſuppo- 
ſitions will admitted to paſs for authentic: 
But Mr. Jaciſon does more; he aſſerts many things, 
which would be labour loſt for me to repeat, and 
himſelf to attempt to prove; it is much the 
ſhorter method to aſſert all, than to prove any thing. 
I expected better things of fo good an author, but 
men cannot make bricks without clay, whatever 
they may do without ſtraw, However, he aſſerts 
fo boldly, one would almoft think he had been one 
of the witneſſes. | I 
When men are in palpable diſtreſs, what can they 0 
do? Theſe brave defendants do all that men in their h 
circumſtances can. Tis not therefore the fault of 2 
the pleaders that the cauſe is not clear'd up; but p 
the inexplicable darkneſs that invelopes it. They al 
want neither underftanding to brighten their own th 
fide nor blacken the other. | 


FS. 17. Of ſpicing the body of Feſus, and other cir- in 


cumſtances. ri 


——_— ads. a 


The Clearer thinks, p. 70, 71. that the diſciples W w. 
ſpicing their maſter's body, is no argument of their ¶ nc 
believing or not believing his reſurrection. But 
were the Clearer's friends to offer to give him the 


extreme unction at going to bed, ſuppoſing his re- 
| | | ligion 


1a 


ligion allowed of that ceremony, he would think 
either that they did not expect him to riſe again, 
or that their ſenſes were not ſo ſound as his body. 
The Clearer ſeems hardly to believe thoſe: he 
calls the witneſſes, who tell him the difciples did not 
expect the reſurrection of their maſter, But had 
they expected it, what need was there of this coſt 
and ceremony ? Dead bodies were ſpiced to preſerve 
them from ſtinking ; I think there was no fear of 
that in two days, had they expected him to riſe 
the third. Or would the power of the reſurrection 
not have ſweetened it? Martha ſaid her brother La- 
zarus had been dead four days, and by this time 
he ſtinketh ; yet I ſuppoſe he roſe ſweet enough. 
Why was not he ſpiced, but becauſe probably twas 
expected he ſhould riſe again, And why was the 
body of Jeſus ſpiced, but hecauſe the diſciples con- 
felled they had no expectation of it. This plainly 
enough betrays their want of faith and — 
ledge of the reſurrection of Jeſus. | | 
If Nicodemus, who was a ruler and a diſciple, 
interr'd the body with an hundred pound weight 
of ſpices, it's evident neither the rulers nor diſciples 
had any notice of his riſing again from the dead, 
and knew not any prophecy concerning it; and 
plainly that they thought him dead to all intents 
and purpoſes, ſince they were ſo officious, when 
they had fo little time to do it, the fabbath draw- 
ing on. | | 

It appears, Sir, then, that the chief prieſts hav- 
ing never had any information that Feſus was to 
riſe again, nor ſeen any wonderful thing done by 
him, cho? they deſired to ſee ſomething cf that ſort 
which had been reported to them, they could have 
no anxiety about his dead body to occaſion them to 
ſet a watch. As for the diſciples, *tis own'd they 
had them in contempt, and therefore could be un- 
der no aprehenſion of their power, or plotting to 
| ſteal 
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ſteal away the body, and pretend it was riſen, 


or of making any hand of it if they did; for 
could the people believe he was riſen from the grave, 
if they ſaw him not afterwards, who to them ſeem'd 


not able to deliver himſelf from the pains of death, 
of the public ignominious death of a criminal. No 


wonder this was 7 the Jews a ſtumbling Block. 
Why could not the Jew rulers ſet a watch at 
the ſepulchre without asking leave of Pilate ? Or 
why ſhould they deſire him to do that for them, 
which they were capable of doing for themſelves? 
ſince it appears to me that any private perſon might 
have done this, or hired another, or ſome others to 
do it, unleſs they were afraid the perſons ſo doing 
might be murdered in the night, and therefore it 
was neceſſary for them to watch armed, If this 
was the caſe, it is plain they were afraid of dark 
villany, not of the appearance of Jeſus and hone- 
ſty, and then a ſtrong guard was neceſſary; then 
the more public, the more wonderful the women 
did not hear of. it, as the Clearer ſuggeſts, and then 


the greater wonder the guard ſhould all agree to | 


{ſpread about a falſe report, contrary to their know- 
ledge; and the leſs reaſon to ſuppoſe their ſleepy ſto- 
ry could be credited, or that one or two angels in 
winding ſheets ſhould frighten all and convert none. 
Not to, mention the angels going away when the 
light came, as if they were afraid or aſham'd of 
being ſeen : Why was this done in the dark? and 
why did Jeſus riſe before the ſun? Why did the an- 
gels and the ſoldiers run away at the approach of 


day? I wiſh, if true, they had not a fellow-fecling, 


for there was no ſeeing in the caſe, The ſtory is 
as dark as the night it was done in. You fee, 
Sir, how this demonſtration for the goſpel-evi- 
* dence turns out,” | 


8 18. 
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. 18, Of the women diſciples that attended the ſe- 
| pulchre, | 


To expoſe ſome things is a ſufficient anſwer, 
The Clearer inſinuates that the women who follow- 
ed the body from the croſs to the ſepulchre, knew 
nothing what was done to it, for Jo/zph and Nicode- 
mus wrapt it in linen, nor did they nor any one elſe 
vouchſafe to tell the women, though they were 
thoſe who had ſubſiſted and attended Jeſus in his 
preaching and travels : Yer, as they never left the 
corps till they ſaw it depoſited, they might un- 
doubtedly have ſmelt an hundred pound weight of 
ſpices. The Clearer, Sir, queries whether it was ſuf- 
ficient, and ſuppoſes, that * the funeral ceremonies 
« were reſerved to be perform'd after the ſabbath 
« with more ſpices, had not providence prevented 
it by a more wonderful event,“ by the unbe- 
lieving women diſciples, who had buried their 
faith with their mafter, while the faith of infidel 
prieſts grew out of his grave, and would have had 
no other evidence of his reſurrection than what 


the apoſtles gave them, if they had not watch'd 


the ſepulchre. This more wonderful event” nei- 
ther the men nor women diſciples expected; and 
though it is ſaid to be known to, and believed by 
the unbelieving Jew rulers, Nicodemus the only be- 
liever among the rulers, did not believe it; for ſpi- 
cing the body was a ſign of his infidelity or 1gno- 
rance, not of his faith or knowledge. As for the 
women, poor creatures, the Clearer argues they 
were ignorant of every thing, knew nothing of .the 
prediction, nor of Nicedemus's ſpicing the body, 
or that a watch had been ſcen ſer, *twas done while 
they were confined at home, and reſted devoutly 
on the ſabbath, without ſtirring abroad,“ or gol- 
ſipping, or aſking or hearing any news all.rhat 
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live-long day; for neither the Roman governor 


nor the chief priefts thought it neceſſary to in- 
form theſe poor women; nor could any one 


_ elſe, for they ſet a public watch privately, the wo- 


men therefore could not know, for they were no 


witches, nor were any of the diſciples conjurers 


enough to inform them of it; and being the ſab- 


bath, no body came near them, nor ſtirr'd out of 


doors, but the Jew rulers to beg the body might 
be watch'd, and the watchmen. Theſe things be- 
ing granted, I cannot apprehend how it was poſ- 
« (ible they ſhould know what was done at the 
ſepulchre; therefore they went early in the morn- 


ing after the ſabbath was paſt, to pay their laſt re- 
ſpects to it, by anointing and perfuming it, and 


conſulted about rolling away the ſtone from the ſe- 
ulcre. And therefore where is the inconſiſtency 

of all this? Or how are theſe different ſtories ?? - 
*Tis ſaid, Sir, that the women at the ſepulchre mourn- 

ed and wept. Why ſhould they weep if they knew 


"he was to riſe again, and in fo ſhort a time? Had 


they known this, certainly they would have watch'd 
the grave with eager expectation and joy. But they 
had forgot his words (Luke xxiv. 6, 7, 8.) till put 
in mind of it by two — men at the ſepulchre, 
A likely ſtory! How could they forget at fo re- 


markable a time, ſuch repeated affurances of the 


moſt amazing action that ever was, and they his 


molt intimate friends, acquaintance, and believers 


in him? 


8 19. Of the effect the apparition made to the watch, 
+ had on them and the prieſts, 


I) he Clearer ſays, that the chief prieſts well knew 


what effect the report of the watch would natu- 
rally have on the minds of the people, if fairly 


made. How could they know it, if it made none 
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_ on them nor the watch ? And if it had an effect 
„o- on both the watch and them, why does he only 
no in contradiction to what I argued about ir, endea- 


| vour to prove it had not? If it had an effect, how 
b. could they think to prevent it by means of thoſe 
of very men that had found it irreſiſtable. But tuſh, 
he inſinuates that was but a fright,* (p. 87, 88.) 
* There is not the leaſt reaſon to ſuſpect they were 
of. acquainted with the character and pretenſions of 
"44 ſhe the perſon lying in the grave,” tho all Jeruſalem 
knew it. They did not expect to be diſturb'd by 
* inviſible powers.“ True; but if they were, and 


1 the inviſible powers appear'd viſible, it muſt have 
ſe. been the more ſurprizing. But after they had been 

ſo greatly diſturbed, that they became as dead 
"Y men, and had told it to the high prieſt and rulers, 
ui. it affected them no more. Why? They were com- 
ew mon ſoldiers, and therefore not common men; they 

were ſcared and terrified by a ſurprizing ſight, 


bd but unaffected with the conſequences; and the chief 
x prieſts too, though they were alarm'd at it The 
© MW foldiers, bribed by them with ready money, re- 
ported what the prieſts invented; who, though 
= they admitted his miracles, and were witnefles to 

ſome of them, ſo that (p. 61.) * Whether they 
thought him to be the Chriſt or no, could not 


58 but ſuſpect him to be a great prophet at leaſt; 
yet they aſcribed his miracles to the power of Beel- 
zebub; and tho? they ſuſpected He might poſ- 
b. fibly come from the grave arm'd with power to 
take vengeance for their wicked and cruel treat- 


ment of him,” yet Might aſcribe all the guards 
reported to be done at the ſepulchre to the power 
* of the devil: Supra quam cuique credibile eſt. 
Prieſts and infidels, or infidel prieſts have gene- 
rally more ſenſe than to believe ſo much in the 
devil, : _ BE 

The 
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The Clearer thinks it proper that neither the 
watch, the angels, nor the prieſts ſhould be wit- 
neſſes of the reſurrection, p. 91. but ſuch choſen 
witneſſes to convince the world, as the world would 
not chuſe of all men, intereſted in the caſe, whoſe 
honeſty was ſuſpected, and judg'd to require a 
ſtrict watch, leſt they ſhould be guilty of foul play. 
But tho' the high prieſt and rulers knew the diſci- 
ples, and we not, we can confide in the integrity 
of the diſciples, tho? they could not, whereby our 
faith is approved : thus we being ſpiritually begot- 
ten, and their offspring thro fait} by a lineal de- 
ſcent, we go to heaven in a right line. 


| $. 20. Remarks on Mr. Chandler's aſſertions. 


Mr. Chandler. (p. 8, and g.) aſſures us, that the 
« prediftions of Chriſt to his diſciples of his ſuffer- 
ings and reſurrection, as to the ſenſe and meaning 
of them, were too clear to be miſunderſtood; 
and p. 10. they underſtood the meaning of theſe 
« expreſſions perfectly well; tho? the evangeliſts 
* fay the diſciples did not underſtand them, Mark 
IX. 10. 32. as alſo appears by their actions: but he 
reſumes, that they did not underſtand how the 
Mefiah was to ſuffer and riſe again, and yet they 
underſtood Jeſus to be the Meſſiah, and the ſenſe of 
what he told them about it, very wells If they did 
underſtand his words, why did they not believe, 
and expect the fulfilling them? If they did not 
underſtand how the Meſſiah was to ſuffer, why 
did he not open their underſtandings ? without 
which, whatever he taught them, they learnt no- 
thing, Why did he, who was called he ligbi of 
the world, find and leave them in the dark. He 
calls them the light of the world, Matt. v. 14. and 
yet they groped in darkneſs, Jeſus ſaid, All bat 

| ever 
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ever came before me were thieves and robbers, John x. 
8. ſo are all that have been after him, for they have 
ſtole away our light, Their prejudices, fay theſe 
pleaders, darkened their minds; ſtrange ! that the 
light of God which came down from. heaven being 
with them, could not, or did not remove thoſe 
prejudices! That God ſhould not enlighten his own 
people, nor Chriſt his diſciples is a very dark 
ory. | 

Mr. C. adds, that if they were not ſatisfied, 
« *rwas becauſe they demanded unreaſonable ſatiſ- 
faction: this is an unreaſonable aſſertion; for 
what is. more reaſonable, than. ſuch proof of the 
truth of a fact, as the nature of it could and ought 
to give; and p. 19. Suppoling they were an evil, 

© adulterous, profligate, hypocritical, perfecutin 

© bigotted generation, how was it poſſible to ſatis 
them? ' ſays he. Were they too bad to be made 
good? Or were they to have the leſs motives to 
make them ſo, in proportion as they were the more 
wicked? Or, ſuppoſe men are unreaſonably bad, 
are not reaſonable methods therefore to be uſed to 
make them better? You know, Sir, let men be 
ever fo bad, they nevertheleſs believe their own 
eyes, Had Jeſus perſonally and publickly appeared 
to them after his reſurrection, as before, the trouble 
of after miracles might have been ſpared, and the 
the Holy Ghoſt might have ſtaid in heaven. If a 
miracle be neceſſary at all to confirm. it, *tis now ; 
but then it required no other than a perſonal mani- 

feſtation, 25 | 5 
It would be loſt time, Sir, particularly to ſhew 
how greatly Mr. C. affirms and ſuggeſts, and. how 
little he proves, like the other gentlemen: in this 
unbloody war; they make deſperate. attacks, but 
ſhameful] retreats. Arguments founded merely on 
imagination, are but imaginary arguments: ſuppo- 
2 ſitions 
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ſitions are fit anſwers to ſuppoſitions; and aſſertions 
to aſſertions; which may be done without end. 


$. 21. Whether the watch were credible evidence in 
ry :- favour of the reſurrection. 


Sir, If the Jew rulers found it neceſſary policy to 
bribe the ſoldiers to report a lye, and did it; if 
they could bribe them to deny what they had af- 
firm'd, the rulers . had Jittle reaſon to believe their 
former affirmations; but might reaſonably conclude, 
that thoſe mercenary rogues had been before-hand 
hired by the diſciples to lye to them, as they had 
hired them to lye to the people. If they did not 
ſcruple lying for a bribe in one caſe, they would do 
the ſame in the other; for either ſide was equal to 
them. They that can aſſert any thing for a bribe, 
and thoſe who ſay and unſay, prove . what 
is an equal proof to both ſides, is a proof to nei- 
ther. If they could be bribed to lye at all; there 
is the leſs reaſon to believe any thing they reported; 
they are a perjured evidence, and not to be credited 
in any reſpect, or for any party. Thus, ſuppoſing 
there was a watch as pretended, they prove nothing 
in favour of the reſurrection; becauſe if they were 
liable to be corrupted by the prieſts, they might 
have been alſo corrupted by the diſciples. Or, who 
knows but the hundred pound weight of ſpices 
might allure them to remove the body in the dark; 
if that was not enough, an angel a- piece might in- 
duce them to run away, and let the diſciples do 


what they pleas'd with it. What certainty have 


we, ſuppoſing there was a watch, that, it was not 
ſo? or that countenance and encouragement was 
not given to this angelic ſtory by Pilate ? 


We: | 
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the reſt are quite ſilent about it; 
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5. 22. Of the. ſufficiency of goſpel evidence, and my 
| errors. ' 


I aſked, Why do the evangeliſts tell different ſto- 
ries? What do you mean? ſays the Clearer, St. 
* Matthew alone tells the ſtory of guarding the 
* ſepulchre, the reſt are quite ſilent in that point, 
but ſay nothing that is inconſiſtent with it.“ The 


| inconſiſtency I have already ſhewn, * St. Matthew 


alone tells the ſtory of watching the ſepulchre, 
* what, not one 
word by the others, but of facts that cannot at all 
ſtand with it? Why did not Matthew mention what 
the women came for to roll away the ſtone, and 
ſpice the body? No; *twas not agreeable to the 
ſtory of the watch, That the goſpel evidence may 
be as remarkable as the goſpel facts, one witneſs 
unknown and abſent, muſt be ſufficient in uncom- 
mon caſesz but common caſes in law require at leaſt 
two living witneſſes preſent to eſtabliſh the truth; 
for the goſpel is founded on faith, but the law on 
reaſon, | 
All the Confiderer*s reaſons are to be eſteem'd of 
no weight: why? becauſe, ſays Mr. 7ackſon, he 
blunders, and miſtakes one man for another, and 
one woman for another, Well, I am convinc'd of 
theſe two errors, and make a public recantation: 
, I mentioned that Agrippa, which ſhould have 
been Feſtus, told Paul he was mad, p. 71. of the 
2d edition, line 30. *tis eaſily mended, for he read 
Feſtus; but what is this to the argument? and p. 
35, for Mary the mother of Jeſus, read Joſes; and 
P. 36, for Jeſus's own mother, read the mother of 
Joſes; for 'tis a queſtion, whether we may not 
reckon the mother of Jeſus among his brethren, 
Matt. xii. 47, 48, 49. John vii. 3, 4, 5. and me 
| I 
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of his own kindred, and his own houſe, Mark v. 


4. for it ſeems he had little to do with his own mo- 


ther, Jobs il. 4. 


$. 23. Of the defenders attempts to reconcile the ap- 
5 pearanres of Chriſt, . 


All the four gentlemen agree to affirm, that 
there is no inconſiſtency at all in the relation of the 
appearances of Chriſt in the four goſpels ; yet, Sir, 
there is no agreement among them and the goſpels, 
= among one another in making them conſi- 

ent. | " | 
Mr. Chandler ſays, (p. 79.)that * Grotius and moſt 
other interpreters make this appearance of Chriſt to 
Mary Magdalene, mentioned by St. John, the fame 
with that to the women mentioned by St. Matibero, 
and think, that the appearance of the angel men- 
tioned by Matthew, Mark, and Luke, which was 
made to the women in common, was alſo the ſame 
as that which St. Fohn mentions as made to M. 
Magdalene. But Mr. C. being full of himſelf, 
thinks there is the fulleſt evidence to the contrary ; if 
ſo, *tis ſurprizing that others could not, as well as 
himſelf, diſtinguiſh by the fulleft evidence: but if 


he means, that in ſuch light there is the fulleſt evi- 


dence, that the ſtory does not harmonize, it may 
be true. What then is to be done in this diſtreſs,” 
but to ſuppoſe them two diſtinct appearances, to 
reconcile the inconſiſtencies that attend their being 
one appearance. It is to be obſerved, Sir, 

1/t, That they have no authority for doing this, 
but the neceſſity they are under to reconcile the 
differences, that ariſe from their being conſidered 


as one appearance. 


2dy, That conſidering them as two-diſtin& ap- 
pearances does not reconcile the differences. 1 
ö 34 
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Za, That tho' they affirm nothing more than 
that they are conſiſtent in every part, they prove 
nothing leſs. 

But the great Clearer has endeavoured to recon- 
cile the differences in one appearance, (if I under- 
ſtand him aright) tho? his great patron ſuppoſed 
two to M. Magdalene, 


$. 24. Mr. Sylveſter's account of the appearances of 
Jeſus compared with the evangeliſts. 


I ſhall mention Mr. Sylveſter next, becauſe the 
others ſeem to have followed him, with ſome varia- 
tion where they are crampt, to 'make it, as they 
think, more conſiſtent, they fall under a neceſſity, 
as men ſhipwrackt, each to ſhift for himſelf. M. 


T. S. from Lucas Brugenſis, delivers it thus, p. 63, 64. 


1. When the women ſaw the body was gone, 
© and had ſeen the viſion of angels, who ſaid that 
© he was alive, and communicated it to the diſci- 
C 3 ; e ' 

ples ; 8 . f 
2. Then ran Peter and Jobn quickly to the 
ſepulchre, and not finding the body of Jeſus, re- 
© turned home aſtoniſhed, Lutte xxiv. 12. Jobn 
a 3. | | or 
3. Mary Magdalene returning to the ſepulchre, 


and continuing there weeping, had the honour of 


the firſt appearance from our Lord, Mark x. 9. 
< Fobn xx. 11. | 2D 937 
4. When ſhe had communicated this to the 
other women, and was going together with thern _ 
to the apoſtles, to ſignify what had happened, 


& 
© Jeſus met chem, appearing to them all, Matt. 


xXxviii. . 
3. During this, after the appearance of the 
angels to the ſoldiers, who were appointed for the 
* watch, being bribed, they went into the city, 
* and reported, that the diſciples came by night, 
N ES Co. M8 
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* and ſtole the body of Jelus away, Mat.. 


a. 4. 11... 


© 6. The women giving teſtimony that Jeſus was 


© alive, and the apoſtles being incredulous, he ap- 


« peared then to Peter, Luke xxiv. 34. 


7, * Afterwards he appeared to the two diſciples 
going to Emmans, Luke xxiv. 13. Mark xvi, 12. 


8. * And then on the evening of the firſt day of 
the week, that is, the Lord's day, he appeared 
to all the apoſtles together, Thomas alone being 
© abſent, Mark xvi. 14. Luke xxiv. 36. John 


* XX. 19. | 


9. * Thomas remaining incredulous to the report 
of the diſciples, Jeſus preſęented himſelf before 
them all, to be ſeen and felt on the eighth day 
© after, John xx. 24. | OS 

10. Afterwards the diſciples repairing to Gali- 
* lee, as they were commanded, they ſaw Jeſus at 
© the ſea of Tiberias, and there he dined with 


them, Jobn xxi. 1. 


11. And afterwards he was ſeen by a great num 


© ber on the mount, Matt. xxviii. 16. | 
12. So then after the completion of forty days, 


in which he converſed with his diſciples, ſpeaking 


to them the things that concern the kingdom of 
© God, on the fortieth day, while they beheld he 
© aſcended into heaven, Mark xvi. 19. Luke xxiv. 
350. A831. 8. 


Againſt this, Sir, I have theſe objections. 


That the women went and found the body was 
gone, came and told Peter and Jobn, and went 
again with them, and ſaw Jeſus in their ſecond re- 
turn, is not agreeable to any evangelical ac- 
count, Matthew ſays, in their return from thence 
the firſt time, they met Jeſus by the way. It muſt 
be the firſt time, becauſe they carried ſpices with 


If 
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If they went twice to the ſepulchre, and faw 
angels at the firſt time, Who told them, that Jeſus 
was alive, why did they not tell it to Peter and 
John? and if they did, why does not John mention 
it? but on the contrary, that they ſaid, they have 
taken the Lord out of the ſepulchre, and we know- 
not where they have laid him. This, ſays Mr. C. 
is only a rehearſal of what ſhe ſaid to the angel; 
but no angel told him ſo : and why did ſhe or 7obn 
tell one part of the ſtory, and not the other? 
If the ſoldiers were but going into the city, when 


the women were the laſt time going to tell the diſ- 


ciples, certainly they muſt have ſeen them at the 
ſepulchre the firſt time; but that they could not 
do, for the ſoldiers fled at the opening the ſepulchre, 
and M. Magdalene with the women came the firſt 
time after it was opened. . 45 
Where was Jeſus gone, that he did not appear to 
Peter and John at the ſepulchre, yet muſt of ne- 
ceſſity be there but a little befare, and was there af- 
terwards? So were the angels, yet Peter and Jobn 
ſaw them not, neither in the ſepulchre nor out 
of it. 1. e 


F. 25. The manner of the firſt appearance to Mary 
Magdalene, according io the Clearer. 


The Cleaver differs from Lucas Brugenſis, in that 
he conceives theſe two appearances are one, and ſays 
Mary Magdalene was only mention'd as being the 
principal, and that ſhe ſaw Jeſus after going the 
ſecond timeto the ſepulchre with the women, (which 
Matthew ſays was in their firſt return.) By this 
accommodation of the appearance, landing and go- 
ing, at the ſepulchre, and at @ diſtance from it, 
are the ſame thing. The Clearer ſays Jeſus for- 
bad them to touch his body, after they had touch'd 
him. If Mary had not laid hold of Jeſus's feet, 
5 | G 2 he 


46 J 
© he could have no occaſion to ſay, touch me not.” 


Thus he alone attempts to reconcile the accounts 
in one appearance. Todo him juſtice, as after all, 


he does not conceal his diffidence of the truth ac- 


cording to his explanation; fo I will not conceal his 
modeſty. * Upon the whole (ſays he) I think the 
account here given ſeems to me to be the moſt 
© probable, which I would be underſtood to fa 
* without prejudice to other interpretations, hic 
* many worthy and learned writers have followed.“ 


5. 26. The hiſtory of Chriſt's appearance to Mary 
Magaalene according to Mr. Chandler. 


But Mr. Chandler will have it, that M. Magd. in 
one journey to the ſepulchre ſaw Jeſus twice, once 
alone, according to St. Jobn, and once with her com- 
panions, according to St, Matthew, And (p. 83, 
84.) that * They afterwards came to Peter and John, 
and that M. Maga. told them ſhe had a meſſage 
* from Chriſt to them all : That the two apoſtles 
gathered the reſt together, with M. Magd. and 
the other women; ſhe related to them the ſe- 
« veral appearances as they happened in order, who 
© had a greater command of her ſpirits, and was 
able calmly to give them the important relation, 
* who heard all without believing any thing. It 
© does not appear (adds he) from this account, that 
M. Magd. ran back and told the diſciples what 


a 


to it and ſaw Jeſus — (p. 84.) Tis abſolute] 
improbable.* (p. 86, 87.) Mark and John — 
of the firſt appearance of Chriſt to Mary and the 
reſt of her companions, as they were at a diſtance 
from the ſepulchre, and haſtening home to make 
© their report to the apoſtles,” -— (p. 79.) Either 
M. Magd. did not filce at all from it, (i. e. the 
s ſepulchre) or immediately returned to it.. 
| | | (p. 
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ſhe had ſeen at the ſepulchre, and then return'd 
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(p. 88.) Though St. John mentions - M. Magda- 
* len's n Peter immediately after the ac- 
count that 

* pulchre, yet St. John never gives the leaſt inti- 
mation that M. Magd. returned back to the ſe- 


pulchre; but after the ſeries of the hiſtory had 


- 


been "interrupted by the relation of Peter and 


Fobn's running to the ſepulchre, he reſumes it 
* again, and connects it by a word that plainly 
* ſhews it to be a continuance of the foregoing nar- 
ration.“ Thus by interpolations theſe holy writ- 
ings are defended againſt any interpolations, and 
the ſtory is juſtified from being a blunder by mak 
ing the ſtory-tellers blunderers, CY 


5. 27. | Mr. Tackſor's relation of the appearance of 
Jeſus to M. Magdalen. 


Mr.Zack/on*s goſpel of the reſurrection, p.124,125, 
126, differs from Mc. Syhoeſter's and the reſt, of which 
this is the ſubſtance : M. Magd. with the other women 
go to the ſepulchre, and find not the body; Mary 

Magdalene leaves them, and runs to tell Peter and 
John ;, the other women ſtay and ſee Angels; they 
go to tell the diſciples ; when they are gone, come 
Peter and Jaun; M. Magd. follows; the men ex- 
amine the ſepulchre, and go home; M. Magdalen 
ſtays, ſees angels and Jeſus; ſhe runs to tell the diſ- 
ciples of it; after this Jeſus appeared to the other 


women alſo by the way, that were gone before, 


and ſuffered them to lay hold of his feet, though. 
he would not permit M. Magdalene to touch him. 


F. 28. Remarks on the expoſitions of theſe geſpel- de- 
fenaers. 


Thus, Sir, theſe gentlemen have tryed all man- 


ner of ways to make the ſtory conſiſtent, though 


every 


ſaw the ſtone taken from the ſe- Why 


every one of them aſſert there is no inconſiſtency 
in the ſeveral accounts of the evangeliſts x yet in 
endeavouring to make them agree, the goſpels of the 
reſurrection of the Clearer, of Mr. Sylveſter, of Mr. 
Chandler, and of Mr. Jackſon, differ as much as Mal. 
thew, Mark, Luke and Fohn. Nulli duoconcinnunt. Their 
underſtanding it ſo differently ſhews it is above their 


- underſtanding as well as mine; yet every one ſeems 


ſure his own is right; and if it be, I am ſure no 
man knows which to take, or refuſe. But above 
all that are ſure, as Mr. Jackſon expreſſes it, p. 139, 
that There is no contradiction nor inconſiſtencies 
© 'in the ſeveral accounts of Chriſt's reſurrection, nor 
© any other difference but one evangeliſt omits ſome 
© circumſtances which are related in others: I 
ſay above all the reſt I recommend you, Sir, to 
Mr. Chandler, if poſitiveneſs be a proof of being in 
the right, he is poſitively the man. And to com- 
pleat the jeſt he pretends to ſcrape acquaintance 
with honeſty, whom you may believe him acquainted 
with, if he is ſo weak in judgment as to be ſtrong 
in faith. He ſays, p. 86. Upon the whole, as 
< the ſeveral accounts are fairly capable of being 
<* reconcil'd. without any unnatural ſuppoſitions and 
forced conſtructions upon the plain letter of the 
* words, and the intimations dropt by one or other 
© of the hiſtorians themſelves; I am forced as an 
« honeſt man, and a lover of juſtice, to bring in my 
© verdict in favour of theſe witneſſes, and- declare 
them fully conſiſtent,” p. 80. So that compar- 
ing theſe ſeveral accounts, we have the whole hiſ- 
< tory of this important event compleat, and every 
part of it is a confirmation of the whole.” p. 82. 
So that the teſtimony of the evangeliſts in 
« theirdifferent narrations is perfectly conſiſtent,” 


92. *Tis not neceſſity, any other than that 

P 9 N : ' 7 . 

? jrreſiſtable neceſſity of fact, and the ſtrongeſt cir- 

« cumfſtances, that drives us to affert tWo appear- 
Sik al | | e © ances, 


14% 
ances, which removes all abſurdity from the ac- 
count, and juſtifies the whole, without receding 


ene ä 
t in one tittle from the letter of the hiſtory, Sc. 
the To affirm at this rate, after ſuch 8 in⸗ 
Mr, Werpolations, and conſtructions, which he 

Aat-Wto make uſe of, to make it in any tolerable man- 
heir Iner hang together, and accord, is intollerable, and. 
beir Iſhews that modeſty is an utter ſtranger to him. 


I wiſh he had better acquaintance with that polite. 
ady, and was more in favour with her grace. 
If ſuch dividing and tacking of the evangeliſts 
ogether, as all theſe gentlemen are forc'd to 
ontrive to make diſcord look like concord, 
as done to make them diſagree, what would chri- 
ian preachers and believers think and ſay, or ra- 
her what would they not ſay to expoſe and reproach 
uch male practice. Tho? the Clearer ſays, © All 
the evidence is on the ſide of the reſurrection, 
tis evident they find it very difficult to bring them 
ill on one ſide, and that the methods they are o- 
71 to take, ſhews them reduc'd to the greateſt 
ong Wiſtreſs. What does all theſe contrivances demon- 
„ as Itrate, but the palpable patchwork of an ill con- 
ing ected ſtory, to make the beſt of it. They tell us 
and t. Jobn wrote his goſpel to correct the defects of 
the Ihe others: Certainly they were very defective, and 
her is correction very incorrect. Tis confeſſing the 
an Nvangeliſts told their ſtory by halves, and ſo badly, 
my hat if they had not the Holy Ghoſt to * 
lare hem, no body ſtood in more need of it; nor is 
ar- here leſs need of him now to inform us what they 
hiſ- Mean, than was at firſt to teach them what he 
rery Meant. If they had learn'd their leſſon right, they 
82. Nertainly would have taught us better; but their 
in lundering ſhews their honeſty: Though the Holy 
nt.“ Phoſt may pardon an honeſt blunderer, yet ſurg 
hat I would never chuſe to ſend ſuch of an errapd. 
cir- No make up their defects, theſe gentlemen give us for 
ear- 1 | - goſpel 
Ces, : l 
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goſpel their own conjectures, for which there is no 
authority, the pure offspring of invention and ne- 
ceſſity to make the accounts correſpond, which yet 
fail in doing. But ſuch mangling and cobling of! 
the text ſhews manifeſt confuſion and egregious | 
' blunders not eaſy to make on the ſide of truth and 
underſtanding, nor eaſy to reconcile with it. And 
it ſeems very unreaſonable that the worſt ſtory-tel-ſ * 
lers ſhould demand the beſt credit, and that on the 
ſevereſt penalties. This, Sir, to me is a demonſtra-W r 
tion of the badneſs of the ſtory, that it needs ſuch v 

nalties to make it paſs; for the moſt ſhining truth t 
is always attended with the cleareſt evidence, andi t. 
virtue is wholly without compulſion, tis the beſt -/ 
natured thing in the world. Truth and virtue go 
hand in hand, always attended by freedom; but t! 
error dwells with confuſion, vice and compulſion, as 

"Tho? every one knows, that ſtories which do not ©: 
agree, cannot be all true, yet they do not conſider, m 
that *cis more. likely they may be all falſe; and that £ 
many that do agree, are alſo falſe ; therefore the as 
agreement of ſtories is no proof of the truth off ar 
them; and if probability be abſent, it ſhews proof ar 
is wanting. Improbable hiſtories that rightly tally, -as 
prove the fact no more, than a falſe ſtory often re. g. 
peated by one perſon, or told by ſeveral, prove ii co 
to be true. | | 


$. 29. The harmony of the goſpel defenders. * 

| * 
HFaving ſhewn, Sir, how each of theſe gentlemen an 
endeavour to ſtate the account of Chriſt's firſt ap} an 
pearance, to make the evidence agree, and what ter 
agreement is between them and the evidence, I now .7o 
come to ſhew, how in endeavouring to remove all wh 
diſagreements they agree one with another. and 
I hope, Sir, that you now clearly ſee, that the © f 
is ſuch agreement in the goſpel, and goſpel ell t 
9 ' poundeſ © r 


_ 
pounders and defenders, that whether the firſt ap- 
pearance of Chriſt after his reſurrection was to Mary 
alone, according to St. Fobhn, Mr. Sylveſter, p. 65. 
Mr. Chandler, p. 78, 79. and Mr. Fack/on, p. 126. 
or to her in company with other women, as Sr. 
Matthew and the Clearer ſay, in contradiction to St. 
Jobn and the reſt z both are conſiſtent, and agreea- 
ble to them and the text, Whether Mary toucht 
not Jeſus's feet at firſt, but embrac*d them after- 
wards, as Mr, Sylveſter has it; or whether ſhe and 
the women embrac'd them, and were forbidden at 
the ſame time, as the Clearer ſays, p. 114. or that 
Mary was not forbad at all, and that there is no 
< reaſon to think it,“ as Mr, C. p. 89, ſays; and 
that ſhe was forbid, and did not touch him at all, 
as Mr. Jackſon ſays, p. 126. Is either way intirely 
conſiſtent? Whether M. M. went with other wo- 
men to the ſepulchre, and afterwards came and told 
Peter and Jobn, and left the other women behind, 
as Mr, Fackſon ſays; or whether they went away, 
and left her behind, or went a little way with them, 


and then return*d alone, and afterwards join'd them, 
as Mr, Chandler ſays; or whether they all went to- 


gether, as ſay Mr. Silveſter and the Clearer, is all 
concordant and conſiſtent? Whether M. M. with 


the women, reported to the apoſtles they had ſeen 
angels and Jeſus Chriſt, as St. Matthew and Mr. C, 


ſays, (p. 85.) -or that they -reported not a word 
about it, only that the indy was gone, as St. Fohn 
and the Clearer relate, (p. 105.) is perfectly natural 
and harmonious? So, whether Mary ſaw Chriſt af- 
ter Peter and John went to the ſepulchre, as St. 
Jobn and the Clearer and Mr. Fackſon relate? Or 
whether ſhe ſaw him at the ſepulchre before Peter 
and Foby went there, as Mr. C. places it, I am 
forc'd, as an honeſt man, and a lover of juſtice, 
to bring in my verdi& in favour of theſe jury- 


men, and declare them fully conſiſtent.” That St. 
| Mark 
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Mark and St. Jobn ſpeak of one appearance to NM. 
Magd. alone, ſtanding by the ſepulchre, and Mat- 
thew of another to her and her companions, going 


away, and at a diſtance from it, as they were ha- 


ſtening home, as Mr. C. has it, (p. 86, 87.) or that 


it was but one appearance in all to M. M. and her 


companions, as the Clearer ſuppoſes; and therefore 
ſanding or running, being at the ſepulchre or at 
a diſtance from. it, by herſelf or in company, to 
make Matthew and John agree, is all one; nor is 
there any manner of contradiction in it, nor in their 
contradictions, which laſt is as true as all the 
reſt, | | 


§. 30. Remarks on attempting to reconcile irrecon- 
cileable hiſtory. 


Is it, Sir, a proof of the hiſtory and its conſi- 
ſtency, that every interpreter differs about the 
ſenſe of it, and to bring it out of confuſion con- 
founds it, and 1s confounded ? ls it, Sir, a fair re- 
preſentation of the ſenſe and critereon of the vera- 
City of it, that not two of thoſe who ſwear to the 
truth of it, can agree about the meaning, nor in 
what ſenſe to repreſent it? It the evangeliſts don't 
agree in what they tell, I ſee no reaſon, that men 
ſhould therefore ſuggeſt, they tell what they don't. 
What would, or might be faid to thoſe, that ſhould 


thus mangle and diſtort a hiſtory, to make it con- 


tradict ittelf, I think may be ſaid to thoſe, that by 
fuch means endeavour to take away theſe contradic- 
tions that are in it, Sir, I do not ſee, that truth 
indulges believers to new coin the face of faith, to 
preſerve its currency, more than it does others to 
falſify it; nor to ſtrain the ſenſe of Greek words, or 
Engliſh ſentences, to a ſenſe unthought of before, to 
help them out at a dead lifr, Have the evange- 
liſts expreſſed their own ſenſe clear and right, how 
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can the expoſitors do it better? Have the goſpel 
hiſtorians expreſſed themſelves in ſuch manner, that 


men cannot agree what their ſenſe is? 'tis not in 


their power to clear it up: this one thing is clear 
from hence, that the believers and defenders are 
greatly in the dark, and nothing diſcovers it more, 
than their affirming that to be true, which they 
know nothing of, and aſſerting thoſe things to be 
right, which their own ignorance of is a demon- 
ſtration, that ſuch aſſertions are manifeſtly wrong, 
If it cannot be known, let it remain doubtful, or 
a thing indifferent : if it be not right, why ſhould 
men endeavour to make it appear ſo? If the ho- 
neſty of the hiſtorians in relating, was equal to their 
underſtanding in expreſſing,” what men can't agree 
about, I leave it to their defenders to conſider, 
what credit they deſerve. If they had the Holy 
Ghoſt to bring all things to their remembrance, and 
the gift of tongues to expreſs them, ?*tis very 
ſtrange, they knew not how to agree together to 
tell a conſiſtent ſtory : if they ſay they had theſe 
helps, and there appears plainly their want of them, 
they can obtain creait with none but the credulous. 
Sir, it is my opinion, that the apoſtles on whom 
theſe things are father'd, were innocent of the mat- 
ter; but others have done it in their names. What 
mended their hearts and tongues muſt have mended 
their intellects, and better directed their pens: if 
there is no proof of the latter, there is no reaſon 
to believe the former; for the more of the one is 
aſcribed to them, and the leſs appearance there is of 


s 


the other, the more (tinker like) in menling, it 


mars the metal, 
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F. 31, Of the next appearance, and other circum- 


ſtances. 


The Clearer thinks Chriſt had no occaſion to 


mention his intention to ſee them that night in Fe- - 


ruſalem, (p. 122.) but I cannot help thinking, it 


had been better for him to have mentioned this 


firſt, and in chat viſit, he had an opportunity to tell 


them of his pleaſure to ſee them in Galilee; for if 


the laſt was firſt, and only mentioned, without 


doubt it would have ſet the diſciples on making the 


beſt of their way thither immediately, by which 


means they would have loſt the pleaſure and oppor- 


tunity of ſeeing him in Feru/alem; ſo his moſt faith- 
ful diſciples would have been worſt treated, as being 
by their faith and obedience moſt likely to be moſt 
diſappointed of the advantage given to others, who 
unexpectedly ſaw him at Feruſaum. But notwith- 
ſtanding the meſſage pretended to be given by the 
angels and himſelf, they were in no haſte to go 
there: And why ſhould he trudge them there and 
back again, when it don't appear, he went or came 
with them. He could have ſkim*d thro” the air to 


ſee his diſciples there, when they, tis likely, were 


forc'd to trudge it all the way on foot. According 


to St, Luke, he never went to Galilee, but aſcended 


the evening of the day he aroſe : to get off from 
this dilemma, they ſay nothing but what is mon- 


ſtrouſly abſurd. Mr. Chandler has it, p. 112. That 


the account of the appearance to the apoſtles, 
and what belongs to it, ends at ver. 43.-and the 
£ 44th verſe, And be ſaid unto them, or as he renders 
it, * moreover he ſaid unto them, relate to an 
appearance forty days after, to reconcile it with 
A#s i. 4. which nothing but a ſpirit of divina- 
tion could have found out: A notable diſcovery ! 


This 
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This is a revelation indeed! Alas, Sir, what does 
not neceſſity drive men to! The Clearer ſays, p. 132. 
The orders to go to Galilee, and continue at Je- 
«* ruſalem, were given at different times; yes, the 
order in the morning bade them go to Calilee, but 
in the evening of the ſame day, if St. Lake writes 
like honeft men that are no ſaints, they were 


(ver. 49.) ordered to tarry at Jeruſalem, by that 


time Jeſus had chang*d his mind, and inſtead of 
going to Galilee, took the open road thro' the air, 


from mount Okvet to heaven. 


The gentlemen take much pains to explain the 
meaning of thoſe words concerning the appearance 
of Jeſus to the two diſciples travelling to Emmans, 
he appeared in another form, their eyes were bolden 
that they ſhould not know him, and he vaniſhed out 
of fight; in doing which they do not well agree: 
but by what they fay, tis plain, all the interpreta- 
tion which can be given it, is but gueſſing at the 
meaning, and endeavouring to account for it, as 
well as they can. And to follow their pattern, he 
that gueſſes what is moſt probable, and fartheſt off 
from miracle, ſeems to come neareſt the mark. So 
that miracles are only to be allowed in caſes of ne- 
ceſſity; but he does beſt, who can do without 
them, 1 0 

The gentlemen are very careful to convince me 
of my error, that Simon Peter was not the other 
diſciple that went with Cleopas to Emmaus; but this 
care is of no moment; twas but a mere ſuppoſition 


or conjecture of mine, and delivered as ſuch, at the 


overthrow of which they ſeem to glory, as if they 


had obtained ſome ſort of victory: but what, pray, 


does it ſignify to the argument, whether it was Si- 


mon Peter with Cleopas, that knew Chriſt very well, 


or ſomebody, that nobody knows not ſo much as 
his bare name; and who perhaps, as Mr. C. ſup- 
poſes, (p. 97.) was not ſo well acquainted with his 

manner, 


: - as i . 4 A N 
. III 88 


— OOO EEE 


[ 56] 


manner, perſon, and voice, and might, for aught 


we know, as little know Chriſt, as we know him, 


or Cleopas, of whom we know no more than the 


name of one of them. If the Cleopas here men- 
tioned, be that Cleopas which Mary is called the 
wife of, John xix. 25, who ſaw Jeſus crucified, and 


was with M. Magdalene, we know nothing more of 


him ; therefore *tis to little purpoſe to tell us of 


this appearance: for if theſe two were thoſe that 


knew Jeſus very well, the account is the more un- 
accountable, that they ſhould not know him, when 
riſen; but if they had little knowledge of him, or 
we of them, their evidence is of ſo much the leſs 
weight. But whether they were both worth naming 
or not, (as it ſeems one of them was not) *tis not 
to be accounted for by me, that Jeſus ſhould ſpend 
his time in a private appearance with thoſe on the 


public road, when the eleven principals had not yet 


ſeen him, nor knew whether he was moved off 
alive or dead, all the day long, and wanted to have 
their underſtandings opened by the reſurrection, 
which were not opened by the prediction of it, ſave 
only 'tis ſaid, he appear*d to Peter; but of this ap- 


pearance tis very remarkable, that there is nothing 


remarkable in it, not ſo much as when, where, in 
what manner, or on what account this private ap- 
pearance to Peter was made, and what makes it 


more ſo, tho' he had appear'd to Peter, one of the 


eleven, and two of the peripatetic diſciples came to 


the apoſtles, and heard them talking about it, and 


faying the Lord is riſen indeed, and has appear'd 
to Simon, (which my gentlemen ſay is Peter) and 
tho* they told the cleven themſelves, what they 
knew of his appearance to them, yet, ſays St. Mark, 
they did not believe them, (ver. 13.) nay, they 


couid hardly believe Chriſt himſelf, St. Luke ſays, 


(ver. 41.) So that either theſe are bad accounts of 


his appearance, or the diſciples were bad fort of 
| believers. 
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believers. If it was ſo hard to make believers be- 


lieve, they were not far from unbelievers; and 


therefore we may hope for the more grace hereafter, 
who have here no evidence of Chriſt's reſurrection, 
nor of his appearance, fit to convince a reaſonable 
man. 

The appearance of Jeſus upon the day of his re- 
ſurrection was to one woman alone, then to two or 
three or more, for a minute or two, in the morn- 
ing early, or to them altogether. He ſupp'd and 
din'd with none that we read of. At ſome time 


of the day afterwards ſomewhere he appear*d to 


ſome Simon or other, and either before or after two 
men incog. one unknown, who knew ſo little 'whe- 
ther it was him or no, and told their ſtory ſo evan- 
gelically, that they could not convince the other 
diſciples of the truth of it; nor could Mary, nor 
the reſt of the women, nor this Simon, ſo that Je- 
ſus was forc'd to come himſelf, and ventured ta 
ſlip in among them at candle-light, which was ſo 
dim, that they were forc'd partly to feel him out. 
Luke v. 39. One would have thought it more na- 
tural and reaſonable, firſt to appear to them altoge- 
ther, by appointment, in or near Jeruſalem, where 
he and they are deſcribed to have been, at noon 
day, and fac'd the ſun itſelf, Why had none but 
his diſciples the gift of ſeeing him? This objection 
alone, raiſed from what the evidence confeſs, that 
he was never ſeen in public afterwards, though he 
roſe again for a public good, is ſufficient to over- 
balance all that can poſſibly be urg'd in favour of 
it. Some want to know what Jeſus ſaid to theſe 
two diſciples, when he opened their underſtandings 


that they might underſtand the ſcriptures, and think 


the ſecret ſnould have been revealed, not conſider- 
ing that the men who get their livings by the ſe- 
crets of their function muſt not blab them; if th 

did, the myſtery would be at an end, and their 


gall 
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gain be gone. The magi underſtand magic better; 


if he opened their underſtandings, they never open 
ours, nor ever will, no, they live by confounding 
them ; for when that lock is opened, we ourſelves 
ſhall keep the keys of the kingdom, 


8. 32. Of unintelligible hiſtory, and the manner of 
a defending it. | 


They object, that I don't underſtand the ſcrip- 


tures, Sir, I own it; therefore I propoſe my ob- 
jections, that | may be taught to Tas — and it: But 
T find thoſe that pretend to teach others know as 
little, ſince they Be agree how it is to be under- 
ſtood ; 'tis plain they do but gueſs at it, and others 
may gueſs at it as well as _ T don't know, Sir, 
whether the manner of apprehending the true know- 
ledge of it be by the language of Canaan, or of 
Greece. I ſee plainly that tis no infallible rule in 
itſelf in any language; for none that make it their 
director, whether they expound it by the help of 
the ſpirit or the letter, agree in their expoſitions. 
As the ſenſe is not infallibly clear, there is alſo no 
infallible way to know it ; therefore diſbelief and 
miſbelief are the certain conſequents of reading ho- 
ly writ, (for there is no certainty of true belief, be- 
cauſe neither party do, nor can underſtand it.) 


Unbelie vers are ignorant of the truth of it, and if 


believers had ſenſe ſufficient to underſtand it, they 
would agree in the ſenſe of it. It is not to be 
faid the fault is in the goſpel, therefore it is in all 
that read it, whether they are unbelievers or be- 
hevers. 1 | | 

Theſe defenders, if they cunningly anſwer an ob- 


jection, that the words of the text, or the nature of 


the ſtory occaſions, in ſuch manner as to cover the 


imperfections of it, though by a different ſenſe than 


tis probable the writers. ever meant or deſigned, 
and 
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and of which themſelves are certain they but gueſs, 
if they make it paſſable, how they vaunt, exult, and 
crow, as if they were maſters of the field, whereas 
tis only like ſkinning over an old ulcer that after a” 
while breaks out afreſh, and diſcovers the latent 
corruption, though they affirm ſtoutly to the in- 
ſenſible patient that the cure is good, and the fleſh 
is ſound, when it is plainly tending to a morti- 
fication, 5 oy 

Differences in prophane hiſtory not eaſy to re- 
concile, impoſed on mankind to aggrandize heathen 
gods or heroes, they freely call, evident marks of 
fraud or folly ; but in what is called ſacred hiſtory 
(though I think truth only makes hiſtory ſacred, 
and falſhood renders it prophane) theſe to them 


are plain proofs of the ſimplicity and integrity of 


the writers, without the leaſt deſign of impo- 
© ſition on the weak and credulous part of man- 
kind,“ (as Mr. C. ſays, p. 77.) and the leaſt 
ag reement in any part of theſe proves the truth of 
the whole; but in thoſe, the diſagreement of the 
* is apt to make men queſtion the whole, or at 
eaſt to read it with caution, and receive it with 
diffidence. Such is the marvellous pre- eminence of 


goſpel hiſtory. 


$. 33. On the harmony of the other appearance or 
| | _ appearances, OS = 4 


*T would be endleſs, Sir, to trace the wildneſs of 


their Imaginations, and ſhew how boldly they gueſs, 


how weakly they prone, and what neceſſities they 
are reduc'd to, Mr. C. p. 125. tartly aſſures us, 


he will not allow any thing againſt him without 
evidence ; but by what evidence does he prove any 
thing, but by that bf the names of perſons of whom 
*tis unknown whether they ever wrote or read, 
whoſe books when or where penn'd God only 

; : I ' knows, 


| [ 60]. 
knows, have no authority but their: own, thaugh 


their ſtories are ſufficient to amaze the world, yet 


no proof remains (beſides theſe books) that the 
world knew any thing of them. Evangelical har- 


% 


= 


* 


mony no numbers can confound. The eleven 
Mark xvi. 14, Lake xxiv, 33, are ten to make it 
tally with John xx. 24, and the eleven at another 
time, Mat. xxviil, 16. are twelve to make it agree 


with 1 Cor. xv. 5. as Mr. C. will have it, p. 119, 


or the eleven are go with Mr. Sy/vefter, p. 64, and 


Mr. Jackſon, p. 127. With the Clearer, p. 133, ten, 


eleven, and twelve mean the ſame ; but he is care- 
ful in what appearance to account for the 300, 


therefore accounts for it no where, or in none that 
he mentions. p. 125, Mr. C. nat knowing how to 
charge this account to any in the goſpel, ſets it by 


itſelt next to that of Matthew xxyiii. 16. Mr. C. 


makes Mart xvi, 14, and 7obn xx. 16, to be the 


ſame appearance, becauſe they both intimate that- 


Chriſt appeared to the eleven, p, 110, 111, But 


the Clearer ſuppoſes. the appearance mentioned by 
St. Mark xvi. 14, is the ſame as that of St. Luke 


' Fxiv. 36, and St. John xx. 19, becauſe St, Mark 


ſays at that appearance our Saviour upbraided the 


eleven for not believing them which had ſeen him 
after he was riſen, which he well ſays ſhews it was 


the firſt time he appeared to them himſelf, and for 


the ſame reaſon that of Matiherw was the firſt time 
that he appeared to the eleven, becauſe ſome doubt- 
ed, which muſt be ſame of the eleven, becauſe they 
are expreſly mentioned, and no more: Bat the ſcene 
of this being placed on a mountain in Galilee, and 
that of Mark and Luke at Feruſalem, becauſe they 
cannot make Galilee and Feruſalem the fame place, 


they will have it that it was a different appearance; 


but they have no other reaſon to make it fo, but 
the dliſtreſs the different accounts reduce them ta, 


1 


nn 

to make them agree As oak appearance, for 
which you have three evidences, they do not agree; 
that to M. Magd. for which they have four eviden- 

ces, they agree worſe, ſo that the more evidenee we 


have, the worſe is ey proof : And as for the other 


appearances, for which you have only ſingle eviden- 
ces, and extreme ſhort ones, they cannot diſagree, 
except they had ſaid a little more to diſagree with 
themſelves. Lo theſe are the proofs of the har- 
mony of the goſpel ! WE, . 


$- 34. Of the other apptarunres of Jeſus, atcord- 
- 7 jog the defentlert. „„ 


Sir, I now plrpoſe to give you at one view in 
what order the defenders range the appearances of 
Chriſt, after he appear*d to the two diſciples going 
to Emmas whereby, Sir, you Will ſee, that though 
they are all certain that J am wrong in ſaying ac- 
cording to Matthew, Mart, and Luke, that Jeſus 
made But one apptarance to his diſciples, yet that 
that they cannot agree how certaihly to underſtand 
them as different àppearances; and though they 
ſay I confound ole appearance with another, yer 
it aÞpears themſelves are confounded in what order 
to take thetn, I have ſeparated every appearance 
A line, according to their different definitions of 
the text. | . . 
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[ 63 ] 
| Theſe texts are eaſily ſeen in thoſe affixed to my 
Reſurrection conſidered. e HA „ 
If the appearances of Jeſus in the evangeliſts 
can be reconciled, they think all is proved, tho” 
this they attempt in vain; and tho' there is not 
the leaſt intimation they are ſo to be underſtood, 
in order to be reconcil'd, therefore, a new revela- 
tion is neceſſary that we may underſtand the old. 
They reconcile as many as they can, as well as 
they can, and the others they call different ap- 
arances. e e 
If Jeſus's diſciples followed him before his death 
to Feruſalem, why ſhould he afterwards order them 
to go to meet him in Galzlee, then trudge them back 
again to Feruſalem ? It ſeems by St. John as if the 
diſciples after their maſter*s reſurrection went to 
Galilee and followed their occupation, and only 
ſaw Jeſus there by accident, as a viſitor that eat a bit 
'with them and went his way. FE 
St. Matthew ſays, the angel and Jeſus too, gave 
orders for the diſciples to meet him in Galilee, there- 
fore, he ſays, they went and ſaw him there, 
St. Mark tells us, the young man, (i. e. a young 
angel) bade the women tell the diſciples. they ſhould 
ſee Jeſus in Galilee ; but of the appearance of Jeſus 
that he gives us, he forgot to mention the time and 
place, therefore we may ſuppoſe it to be where we 
pleaſe ; but he gives not the leaſt intimation of any 
other appearance, | 
According to St. Luke, two men in ſhining gar- 
ments (angels becauſe of their heavenly apparel) 
reminded the women what Jeſus ſaid in Galilee, that 
he ſhould riſe again, but not a word that the diſ- 
ciples ſhould meer him there ; therefore he tells us 
nothing of the diſciples going into Galilee, but makes 
his appearance at Jeruſalem. St, Matihew, Mark, 
and Luke deliver it as plain as they tell any ſtory, 
for the firſt as well as the laſt time, for they give rs 
| 10108 ed ft 10 Ll: 


+ 


[ 64 ] TY 

not the feaſt intimation of any before to the eleven, 
nor Matthew of any after, St. Lake is plainly one 
connected ſtory, all from firſt to laſt on the day of 
the reſutrection. There is not the leaſt appearance 
in St. Matthew, Mark, or Luke, that Either of then 
dream'd of thought of os Goes than that which 
each of them mention. But theſe in after-times 
not being thought fifficient, St. John like one 

newly riſen to make new revelations, tells of more, 
and gives liberty to others to ſtretch after him; ac- 
cordingly, the author of the As tells. us he was 


forty days before he aſceaded ; and St. Pam, that 


he appeared to mots than 300 at one time, but un- 
luckily for infidels, for they were every one brethren, 


nor does it appear he either ſaw or. was ſeen by any 


other all the while. 


„ 


is a jeſuitical way of reaſoning, that becauſe one 


. evangeliſt does not abſolutely deny in /o/ider verbis 
what another ſays, therefore tis allowed to be true, 
and ſo both are right, Is all then that may be ſaid 
of Chriſt true, if not contradicted by the evange- 
liſts? Is the goſpel of the infancy of Joins true, 
becauſe none of our goſpels flatly deny it? Does not 
the romiſb clergy make this the plea . all their un- 

ſcriptural tradition, that they are not forbidden? 
Tho? *twas promiſed the Holy Ghoſt ſhould bring 
all things to their remembrance, if this promiſe was 
made good to them, it was to ſo little purpoſe, that 
never were men better qualißed for their bulineſs, 
and did it worſe ; their memory was very little, or 
their negligence very great, or their capacities ex- 
ceeding bad, not to give us a better account of what 
Jeſus did during the 40 days he abode. with them, 
which ought to have been journalized ; the appear 
ing of Jeſus after his reſurrection. was the moſt eſ- 
ſential. part of his life. This was done, as the Au- 
THOR OF THE TRYAL allows, to.convince the 
world of his character ; yet we don't find he ap- 
| peared 
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peared to convince any hut his diſciples, or to make 
one convert more than he had done before; ſo that 
either he roſe from the dead to a very little pur- 
poſe, or we have a very wreijched account of it. 
One would imagine, if a man is raiſed from the 
dead, it is to ſome great end, not merely to catch 
fiſh, eat and drink, and viſit his friends, If g 
ſaw Jeſus after he was riſen, where and when was 
it? And why do none of the evangeliſts mention 
it, but becauſe they knew nothing of it; for had 
they known it, it had been an inexcuſable neglect 
to be ſilent about it; as alſo not to mention the 
t | other public appearances of Jeſus after his reſurrec- 
I tion, if they 9 of any. Three goſpel writers 
, are very careful to acquaint us of what mighty 
L power the devil had, how he carried Jeſus about 
from the top of an exceeding high mountain to the 
1c top of the temple, as one has it, or from the tem- 
1s ple to a mountain, as another relates it, and perſe- 
e, i cuted him 40 days; fo that he could not cat a bit 
id of bread all that while, becauſe he would yield to 
** no temptation: How devils poſſeſſed many per- 
e, ſons, and particularly the man they kept day and 
ot night in the tombs, and made him ſo ſtrong, that 
n- no fetters could bind him, that he had an army of 
devils within him. What ſhould induce them to 
Ng poſſeſs that poor fellow in ſuch crouds, as if there 
as were no more men in the world to give them a 
lat lodging, I cannot imagine. What execution might 
ſs, theſe 5000 devils have done, if they had ſeparated 
ar themſelves, and taken every devil his man, Then, 
ex- that Jeſus, to gratify the devils, ſhould ſuffer them 
nat to ruin the Gadarenes, by deſtroying 2000 of their 
m, ſwine, is ſurprizing: Theſe, and ſuch like ſtories, 
ar- which in any other book it would be no crime to 
eſ- call them romantic, they tell us, as it were, after 
Lu- one another; but the perſonal appearances of Jeſus 
the after his re ſurrection are io miſcrably related, 5 if 
4 | they 
red 
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they thought thoſe relations of no importance, or of 
not ſo much as thoſe, concerning which I dare not 


be diverting, becauſe you, Sir, are ſo very grave. 


St. John, who is allowed to write after all the 


reſt, and unluckily contradicts them all, tells us ſto- 
ries of the appearances of Jeſus in Feruſalem and 
Galilee z but then he talks nothing of his diſciples 
going back again to Jeruſalem, but that Jeſus parted 
with him in Galilee, going indeed ſome where, and 
ordering John to ſtay till his return, but when that 
return was, we want another goſpel to inform us. 
The ſtraining the ſenſe of St, Matthew, Mark and 


Luke, to take in the ſtories of St. John, the Als, 


and St. Paul, is what would not be done to reconcile 
any other hiſtorians in the world, eſpecially in rela- 
ting uncommon and unaccountable things: we ſhould 
ſay of them, that they were not fit to be cre- 
dited. | ; | 
* *Tis quite abſurd, that Mazthew ſhould mention 


only Jeſus meeting his diſciples in Galilee, if he 
knew or thought of their meeting any where elſe, 


and at that time, that ſome who ſaw him ſhould 
doubt, if they had ſeen him before at Feruſalem ; 
therefore this apparition of St. Maithew's relating 
at Galilee, appears, according to him, to be the firſt 
and laſt time he appeared to the eleven, as he had 


ppointed, which appointment cuts off all expecta- 


tion of their ſeeing him in Feruſalem, and all reaſon 
for believing that appearance. 

* *Tis. quite abſurd to ſuppoſe, that St. Mark and 
Luke ſhould mention only the laſt appearance, with- 
out giving the leaft hint of any former, if they 
knew or thought of any other at the time of wri- 
ting ; and if this was not deſigned by them, as the 
only one. It is abſurd, and looks like an interpola- 
tion in St. Mark, that the angels ſhould order the 
diſciples to meet Jeſus in Galilee, yet not mention 
one word of his meeting them there, And = 
3 Luke's 
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Luke's account cuts off all reaſon for believing that 
meeting HOC “ 

And *tis quite abſurd, that Jeſus ſhould be forty 
days preſent with his diſciples after his reſurrection, 
and be ſeen by above 500 brethren at once, and 
none of the evangeliſts in the leaſt mention either 
the one or the other, i 1 

Permit me, Sir, to remark the deep diſtreſs the 


defenders are reduced to, to anſwer my objections, 
and make the different accounts agree, (yet all in 


vain) tho? they tranſlate and tranſpoſe words and 
ſentences as they pleaſe, add ſenſe, and take away 
at pleaſure, (intolerable in any but orthodox belie- 
vers). From forced conſtructions and diſtorted parts 
they repeatedly aſſert, that all is natural, plain and 
conſiſtent; whereas nothing is more evident, than 
that a ſenſe fo remote from the natural meaning of 
the words, and fuch diſlocation of parts which they 
make, prove the hiſtory to be very contrary to 
theſe aſſertions. This diſtreſs makes them ſpit their 
ſpleen freely, which would have choak'd them elſe. 
The poiſon of aſps is under their lips; I paſs over and 


deſpiſe the many inſtances of it, which are no 


proofs of the goodneſs of their nature, nor their 
arguments. As I promiſed you, Sir, at firſt to re- 
gard the ſubject alone; fo I have kept my promiſe. 
Truth is the plaineſt, and virtue the beſt natured thing 
in the world; but error and falſehood being blots in 
nature, (if I may ſo call them) and mazes of per- 


plexity, plunge men into thoſe torments, in which 
they gnaw their tongues for pain, and where there is 


gnaſhing of teeth. I do not expect them to quit the 
darkneſs they are involv'd in; but having anſwered 


all their ſeeming arguments, I now bid them good 


night. | , | 
I proceed to make ſome remarks on the hiſtorical 
text. "BAL | 


Ke” 4 8. 35. 
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$. 35. Of the miracles performed when Feſus was 


When Jeſus was ſeized by the officers, and ſol- 
diers ſent to take him, *tis ſaid, they were ſtruck 
down backwards by his word, and that he healed 
Malchus's ear, which Peter had cut off; but he 
might as well have done nothing: for tho' they fell 
to the ground by a miraculous power, without any 
miraculous power they ſeized him afterwards. And 
tho* Malchus's tar was cut off, and immediately 
healed,. we read not a word of its being mentioned 
at his trial: and tho? St. Mark and St. 7obn ſay, that 
one of the diſciples cut off the high prieſt's ſervant's 
ear, yet they don't ſay Jeſus cured it, which is very 
ſurprizing. They, muſt be bleſſed hiſtorians, that 
omit giving an, account of the beſt and principal 
part of a ſtory, ., Sir, they tell us there was bloody 
work in the taking of Jeſus, and not the wonderful 
cure that was immediately wrought: A little more, 
and Peter had clcay*d. Mualebus's head, for I ſuppoſe 
he miſs'd his aim in cutting off his ear; tho“ that 
might have been as cafily cured as this: for the 
power of working miracles being once granted, tis 
not to be limited; and exceeding all human reaſon, 
can as eaſily cure a cleft ſkull as a cut finger, and 
' raiſe a dead man, as cure a paralitic. That the 
high prieſt's ſervant ſhould loſe his car in taking 
Jeſus, if it was not cured, as two evangeliſts ſeem 
to know nothing of, and one of theſe two was pre- 
{cnt at the action, the other, ſome ſay, had it from 
Peter's own mouth, it muſt. have exceedingly irri- 
tated the high prieſt. If it was cured, ſurely St. 
Mark and St. John are inexcuſable to omit ſo re- 
markable an action of him, whole life they wrote; 
and *tis as wonderful, that *twas not mentioned at 
the trial, nor mitigated the reſentment of the high 

T - | prieſt 
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prieſt againſt Jeſus; but of this there is not a word, 


nor of any perſons appearing to witneſs any of his 
9 cures. 


8. 36. Obervation on the ine of l, 


Abother obſervation, Sir, 15 have made out * 
theſe hiſtorians, is concerning Judas, who St, Mat. 
thew xxvii. ſays, repented, brought. again the thirly 
pieces of luer, and went and Rang' d himſelf ; and 
that the. chief prieffs, bought Fs d with the money to 
bury ſtranger in, which being the price of blood, that 
field was called 1þ the field of boy Put, in A, 1, 18. 
we pre fold, that Juda: ſed a field with the re- 
2 of AD * and aling wi be burſt aſun- 

der in the mi | bis I out ; there: 
fore that 1 "as. 2 4 the field of b/aod, Noi here 
are two different ſtories, not eaſy for me to recon · 
cile, therefore I deſire they would, try their part: 


burſting his guts, agrees, wi hangin 

I cannot tell? and I would G — 5 4 . ak 

bought a feld wich his thirty pieces of ilver, and 

afterwards died in that field, agrees with 1 

ing the ſilyer to the chief prieſts, and moe an 

hang d 1 Fonts. and they eee bou e 

with the money to rs in; an 17 

it was call'd Ne field of. 15 for the one reaſon 

the other befpre · mentioned. I don't 11 10 | 

call 2 contradictions or e no, in 

00 ane hiſtqry it wo d be ſo, but bring, pc 
+ ak the 1 of „che cont! n Van 
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When Jeſus was ſeized by the officers, and ſol- 
diers ſent to take him, tis ſaid, they were ſtruck 
down backwards by his word, and that he healed 
Malebus's ear, which Peter had cut off; but he 
might as well have done nothing: for tho? they fell 
to the ground by a miraculous power, without any 
miraculous power they ſeized him afterwards. And 
tho* Malchus's tar was cut off, and immediately 
healed,. we read not a word of its being mentioned 
at his trial: and tho? St. Mark and St. Jobn ſay, that 
one of the diſciples cut off the high prieſt's ſervant's 
ear, yet they don't ſay Jeſus cured it, which is very 
ſurprizing. They muſt be bleſſed hiſtorians, that 
omit giving an account of the beſt and principal 
part of a ſtory... Sir, they tell us there was bloody 
work in the taking of Jeſus, and not the wonderful 
cure that was immediately wrought; A little more, 
and Peter had clcay*d. Malchas's head, for I ſuppoſe 
he miſs*d his aim in cutting off his ear; tho? that 
might have been as caſily cured as this: for the 
power of working miracles being once granted, tis 
not to be limited; and exceeding all human reaſon, 
can as eaſily cure a cleft ſkull as a cut finger, and 
raiſe a dead man, as cure a paralitic. That the 
high prieſt's ſervant ſhould loſe his car in taking 
Jeſus, if it was not cured, as two evangeliſts ſeem 
to know nothing of, and one of theſe two was pre- 
{cnt at the action, the other, ſome ſay, had it from 
Peter's own mouth, it muſt. have exceedingly. irri- 
_ rated the high prieſt. If it was cured, ſurely St, 
Mark and St. Jobn are inexcuſable to omit ſo re- 
markable an action of him, whoſe life they wrote; 
and *tis as wonderful, that *twas not mentioned at 
the trial, nor mitigated the reſentment of the high 
* 5 prieſt 
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_ thew xxvii. ſays, repented, irg 


hang' d bimſelf, 


TA] 
prieſt againſt Jeſus: but of this there is not a word, 


nor of any perſons appearing to witneſs any of his 
other cures, 


8. 36. Oberuation on the bor of jad, " 


© Avather,” abſervation,. Sir, T have made out & | 
theſe hiſtorians, is concerning Judas, who St, Mats 
+, again the thirty 
pieces of filver,, HE went and Rang d himſelf ; and 
that the chief priefts. bought 4 field wwith f mongy 10 
bury firangers in, which being the price of blood, that 
field 2pas called the field of blood. But in As i. 18. 
we are told, that Juda: 7 44 a field with the re- 
ward of iniquity, and falling headlang, he burſt aſun- 
der in the midſt, aud all bis . there» 
fore that | "was called the feld kf 1755 Nom here 
4 oy. Fac 5 hey wo 75 72 le recon · 
cile, therefo eſire they w eir par 
who have t knack: of it, W are An o of bel 
inyention. 57 the i 085 Gown of e 5 


burſting his guts, a his han 

I cannot tell; and e be inform? Pe pies 
bought a field with his thirty 1 5 ſilver, and 
SN died in that field, Ft with . 
ing the ſilyer to the chief prieſts, pag went and 


they afterwards. b ht a 


with the money to 
it was call'd the field of calon or 
the other 1 ente th 1, dow'r preſume, ig 
call Hef 0 F incooliſtencies : g, in 
n hiſtory it wou be lo, but e 
ed 5 5 the ow! a of. wr Fontr 
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8. 37. Obſervations on ſome circumſtances at the cru 


0? ron, - 

Permit me, Sir, to remark how little theſe hiſto- 
rians regarded exactneſs in their narrations: I ob- 
ſerve they don't agree exactly in the words of the 
title over the croſs, that all Jeruſalem might read 
r 
St. Matthew, This is Feſus the king of the Jes. 
St. Mark, The king of the Jews, © 
St. Luke, This is the king of the Jews. | 
St. Fohn, TFefusof Nazareth the king of theTews, 


St. Mark xv. 25, ſays, it was the third hour, 


when they crucified Jeſus; but St. John xix. 14. tells 
us, *twas the fixth hour, when Jeſus ſtood before 
Pilate, before he delivered him to be crucified. 


I obſerve concerning the thieves that were cruci- 


fied with Jeſus, that St. Matibew tells us, they caft 


the fame (reproaches) in bis teeth, as the people did. 


St. Mark, they that were crucified with him, reviled 
him. St. Luke, that one only railed on him, and 
that the other rebuked the railer. e 
is obſervable, Sir, that the hiſtorians do not 
agree in their reports of the miraculous ſtories at the 
crucifixion, but I do not fay they diſagree, only that 
ſome of them ſeem to write what the others knew 
nothing of, or had forgot, miracles being at that 
time 0 common, they were not regarded. St. 
Matthew relates that the vail of the temple was 
rent in twain, the earth quaked, and the rocks rent, 
the graves were opened, and many bodies of the 
ſaints which ſlept aroſe, and came out of their 
"Ae after Chriſt's reſurrection, and went into the 

oly city, and appeared unto many. St. Mark only 
tells us of the rending of the vail of the temple in 
twain ; St. Luke that there was darkneſs over all the 
earth three hours, and the vail of the temple was 
* * 2 | rent 
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rent in the midſt. St. John relates no wonders at 
the death of Jeſus, but that he ſeem'd to take no- 
tice of his mother. Strange hiſtorians theſe, to 
omit the principal parts of the hiſtory they wrote, 
for ſuch they were, if they were any ports of it; 
but ' tis very excuſable in the writers, for in a cen- 
tury or two men are apt to. forget. And 'tis to be 
fear'd ſome of the goſpels made a very, late appear- 
ance, even our St. Matthew the very firſt of them; 
the ſtory of the dead faints ariſing at the reſurrec- 
tion of Jeſus, ſeems to ſhew it was wrote after the 


. £ 


doctrine of purgatory took place, or that ſtory looks 
as if it was then lugg d in, which is ſaid to be about 


the latter part of the ſecond century. This ſtory is 


. , 


very remarkable, and the more ſo, becauſe none of 
the others make any remark of it. I know my ad- 
verſaries tell me tis nevertheleſs true. It may be 
ſo in J Jam ſure there is ſo much the 

leſs proof of it, and the leſs proof there is of a 
thing, the leſs reaſon there is to believe it, and the - 
more to yo ao it. Is the proof of God's truth leſs 

than that of man's? leſs reaſonable ? leſs probable ?- 

and leſs poſſible? Is God's truth darker than man's 
truth? or of leſs conſequence, that it is ſo careleſsly 
tranſmitted to us? This ſtory of the ſaints reſur- 
rection deſerves a particular conſideration and en- 

uiry. r 5 

5 ede Sir, by the account, that the crucifixion 
of Jeſus gave ſuch diſturbance to many ſleeping 
ſaints, that their bodies could not reſt in their graves, 
nor their ſouls in heaven, if they were there, or elſe 
there muſt have been a jail-delivery from purgatory, 
for the ſouls of ſaints do not go to hell Theſe 


graves, tis ſaid, opened at the crucifixion of Chriſt, 
and the bodies came out after his reſurrection, 
whence I ſuppoſe they ſtood gaping open all that 
time, which made it the more known, therefore the 
more remarkable, when mam, that 5s, not a few, 
. . Vaodies, 
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bodies, not ſouls only, of the ſuints which ſlept wok. 

Whether this was written to ſupport the ack 
Nicodemus, or this ſtory gave occaſion. to N I 
know not. This reſurrection of the ſaints was more 
miraculous than the reſyrre&tion of Jeſus, for God 
knows how long ſome of them had 1 t; howe- 
ver they were bodies, not ſkeletons, and they might 
as whale rw cloaths given them as new fleſh, and 
new bones as either. Beſides, in the winter-time to 
5 bare would make all the city ſtare at them; but 
ints would not go into the holy ly city in an unholy 
manner, as void of ſhame ; therefore *tis fit to con- 
clude they had clothes on, and news cloaths too, 
for ie. ſhould they find their old ones, which had 
new pofſeſſors, or were new 'modell'd, or worn out. 
They went into the, holy city; where elſe ſhould 
ſaints walk ? But, was that the New Jeruſalem or the 
Od? The ON it could not & for that was called 
Sodom and Egypt, where our "Lord was crucified, 
and which' be bum ſelf faid was worſe than Sodom 
and Gomorrab. Is the New Jeruſalem the holy city? 
No doubt of it; but no body ever yet ſaw that, 
therefore no body could ſee the Rind there; then 
the ſaints appear d no where. Tis ſaid they. ap- 
pear'd unto many; but unleſs they viſited their late 
acquaintance, 'other people might not know they 
had been dead. But though they appear'd, they 
only appear d. I do not read that they At a word 
to any, nor any one to them, or 6 1 85 any en- 
tertainment. Tho? theſe new raiſed ſaints had got 
their tongues with them as well as their legs, and ſo 
might have uſed one as well as the other, yet they 
were mute as ghoſts ; they might as well have Dept 
ſtill in their graves, for when they came out, no bo- 
dy knew nor regarded them but St. Matthew ; but 
ſure he did not raiſe them, for he was an apoſtle, 
and we are well aſſur'd the apoſtles were no con- 
Jurers. Did no one aſk any of theſe travelling _ 
What 
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what news from Hades 2\ Did they only ſtare and 


f look about them? Or, being ſleepy, did they walk 
1 in their ſleep ? Had they teſtified the reſurrection 
8 of their great deliverer, this had been a er» 
7 rand, Never was the like heard of. The divi mi- 
x nores, or leſſer gods, ſent from one world to make 
t their public entrance in another, to ſay and do no- 
4 thing! Well, but how long did they ſtay? and 
4 what beame of them ? Where did they go, to hea- 
t ven or to ſleep again? As this reſurrection was in : 
/ the dark, we are left in the dark abour it. 

1 F. 38. Reflections on the miraculous gift of tongues: 
s Indulge me, kind Sir, to tell you, that the pre- 
J tended miraculous proofs ſaid to be given by the 
. apoſtles to confirm the reſurrection want proofs of 
4 their own veracity. Tis no wonder one miracle 
1, is faid to be wrought to prove another ; miracles 
te are defended by nothing but miracles z for if they 
7 could be proved by any thing elſe, that proof would 
t. be a miracle. De quibus nurimur, ex tis exiſtimus : 
fx Homogeneous things nouriſh and ſupport each 
other; fleſh is ſupported by fleſh, life by life, truth 
f by truth, lies by lies, fraud by fraud, and force by 
FI force, It is altogether as improbable as it is unac- 
5 countable, that Peter, with the reſt of the apoſtles 
4 and a ſtrong gale of wind, ſhould bring three thou- 
5 ſand converts into the haven of faith in one day. 
t Whether theſe came in ſpontaneouſly as free agents, 


bo or drove in by a mighty wind, and compell'd by 
I, ſtreſs of weather, is a query? For I don't ſee any 
© thing ſo wonderfully convincing in Peter's Sermon 
* to produce it, and leſs reaſon to believe their re- 
ut ceiving the gift of tongues, for after this they were 
ſtill ignorant and unlearned, Aas iv. 13. and St. Paul, 

who we never read had that gift by inſpiration, but 
knew no more than what he had been rr 
e 2 | I Cor. 
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1 Cor. xiv, 18. J thant God 1 ſpeak with tongues 
more than they all. If ſo, all of them did not ſpeak 
many tongues, though we are told that all the 
hearers of every nation under heaven heard every 
man ſpeak in his own language; and therefore won- 
dering (as well they might) ſaid, how hear wwe 
every man ſpeak in our own tongue; inſinuating, as I 
ſuppoſe, Sir, that every apoſtle ſpoke every lan- 
guage. . But if this was the cafe, how could ſome 
of them aſcribe-it to drunkenneſs? Wine is fo far 
from inſpiring men with the gift of tongues, that 
it oft-times deprives the tongue of its gift, Ordid 
the apoſtles only ſpeak one tongue, and the Holy 
Ghoſt, the interpreter, made each hearer believe 
that what each ſpeaker ſaid was ſpoken in his own 
tongue? If fo, did the Holy Ghoſt ſpeak in their 
ears, and the devil in their hearts at the ſame time 
to ſay they were drunk? If the goſpel was then 
preached to every nation under heaven in this won- 
derful manner, tis wonderful that no nation under 
heaven ſhould mention it but this nameleſs author. 
Tis ſaid, cloven tongues of fire ſat upon each of them. 
Was the Holy Ghoſt divided then, or how many 
Holy Ghoſts were there; And who ſaw, beſides the 
diſciples, theſe cloven tongues ? If they alone ſaw 
for all the reſt, their eyes ſaw double. BE 


1 §. 39. Rewarks on Teſus being the ſon of God.. 


Matthew and Luke repreſent Jeſus to be the ſon 
of God, by the Holy Ghoſt over-ſhadowing the Bo- 
dy of the virgin Mary, (which would be thought a 
blaſphemous notion, and heathen invention, if not 
ſupported by goſpel authority z ) yet in the As 
(xiii. 32, 33.) Paul being diſtreſs'd for a prophecy 
of the reſurrection of Jeſus, applies thereto his be- 

ing begotten of God, in theſe words; And now we 
declare unto you glad tidings, how that the — 

? 3 | ro hic 


. 
which was made unto the fathers, God hath fulfilled 


the ſame unto us their children, in that he hath raiſed 


up Feſus again, as it is written in the ſecond pſalm, 
Thou art my ſon," this day have I begotten thee. If by 
this means Jeſus was the begotten ſon of God, he 
could .not be his only begotten ſon, if Lazarus was 
raiſed from the dead before; for then Lazarus was 
the firſt begotten of the dead, and ſo Chriſt's elder 
brother. If Jeſvs was begotten of God, and 
brought forth by Mary, how was he the ſeed of 
David according to the fleſh? Had Mary not been 
above three or ſeven years old, the miracle had cer- 
tainly been the greater; but thus it pleaſed the Lord 
to eſpouſe himſelf to the church who, I fear, is no 


virgin. 


$. 40. Obſervations on St. John's goſpel. : 


| Permit me, Sir, to add a few obſervations on 
St, Fobn's goſpel, becauſe the Clearer tells us, that 


it was wrote, not with deſign of repeating what 


© the other evangeliſts had fully delivered, but 
* chiefly to preſerve the memory of what they had 
omitted.“ Yer St, John tells the ſame ſtory as St. 

Matthew and St. Luke, of Chriſt's walking on the 
water in bad weather, and in the night, when he 
might have gone by ſhipping; a journey that ſcarce 

any one would have choſe, beſides himſelf, had it 

been in his power. St. Matibeto indeed ſays, St. 

Peter had a fancy to do the ſame, but had like to 

have been ſopt for it, and glad he was to get aboard 

again with wet feet, the floor gave way; he ſeems 
to have been over ſhoes and boots, if he had any; 

Peter began to fink; it was his ſtony heart that 
weighed him down: they had ſuch natural hard . 
hearts, that a' ſupernatural power could not keep 
them ſoft, But St. Mark and St, Joby omit that 
reg rior e iS Op f part 
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part of the ſtory; yet St. John is ſuppoſed to be 
preſent. But, Cui bono? where's the goodneſs of 
this action? e 5 vi 
St. Jobn alſo tells the ſame ſtory as St, Matthew 
and. St. Mark do, of Chriſt's feeding the multitude 
with five loaves and two fiſhes; and to this St, Fohbn 
adds ſomething ſo very remarkable, that "tis worth 
notice, The people whom Jeſus had fed in the 
wilderneſs with bread and fiſh, as much as they 
could ear, took ſhipping, 5000 of them, beſides 
women and children, which no doubt made as 
many more; (How they found tranſports ready for 
ſuch a number, we are not to enquire;) and when 
they had found him on the other ſide, and he ad- 
moniſhed them to believe in him, thoſe very peo- 
ple faid to him, I bat ſign ſheweſt thou, that we may 
ſee and believe thee ? What doſt thou work ? as if they 
believed nothing of yeſterday's miracle, of which 
they had had a belly full, Our fathers, ſay they, did 
eat manya in the wilderneſs, as it is written, be gave 
them bread from heaven io eat, A ſurprizing objcc- 
tion, when Jeſus had given them bread and fiſh 
too both from heaven, (tho' he found the ſeed of 
'them on earth.) Nay, the very diſciples themſelves 
did not conſider, or had already forgot the miracle 
of the loaves, as if the miracle was eaſier of di- 
geſtion than their food, Poor creatures, their hearts 
were hardened! Never did maſter take ſo much 

care, and exert ſo much power, to teach his ſcho- 
lars and the people in ſo extraordinary a manner, 
to ſo little purpoſe ! Jeſus did not ſatisfy their car- 
nal minds, as he had done their carnal maws, with 
a ſign from heaven, he was above being tempted. 
They ſaid, Our fathers did eat manna in the deſert, be 
(Moſes) gave them bread from heaven to eat, Jeſus 
told them, that he himſelf was bread from heaven, 
and they were to eat him; but ſuch ſort of bread 
they could not reliſh: . beſides, that eating fleſh 
v with 


tz) 

with the hload in it was forbidden by the Moſai 

law. The eating his fleſh and drinking his blood 
was ſo ill digeſted by them, that many even of bis 
diſciples went back, and walked no more with bim, 
N no doubt, as his brethren did, that he was 
beſide himſelf, and conceived a very mean opinion 
of him from ſuch unintelligible” diſcourſe, 
St. John writes, that Jeſus came up to Zeruſalem 
at a feaſt of the paſſover, ſoon after his beginning 
to make himſelf public, John ii. 13, Cc. and that 
then it was he drove the buyers and ſellers out of 
the temple, when the Jews required him, ſince he 
acted in that manner, to ſhew his authority by ſome 


ſign or miracle; he anſwered, F they would deſtroy 


that temple, he would build it up in three days; but 


he very well knew, according to their underſtand, 


ing of his wards, they neither could nor would try 
him. And as St. John has it, he went into and re- 
turned from his own country three times after- 
wards. But the other evangeliſts tell us of his 
coming to 7cru/alem but a little before he ſuffered, 
and then it was according to them that he drove the 
buyers and ſellers out of the temple. x 

As it was the buſineſs of this evangeliſt to ſet 
forth Jeſus as God, it behaved him more than the 
reſt to give us a narration of his divine extraction; 
HOW the word was made fleſh. He might ſuppoſe 
with reaſon that all Chriſtians did not fee all goſ- 


pels, and that his might be ſeen by thoſe who ne- 


ver ſaw any others; beſides, ſo wonderful a ſtory, 


if true, could not be too well atteſted and confirm- 


ed; it is ſurely of more importance than that which 
the other hiſtorians were aſhamed of, viz. the 
drunken marriage feaſt, 5 
St. J7obn acquaints us, that Jeſus went into Sa- 
maria, and made diſciples there. But St. Matthew 
(xv.) that when he ſent his miſſionaries to diſciple 
the Jews, he expreſly n them going into am 
by 
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city of the Samaritans, and declared, he was ſent only 
to the loſt ſheep of the houſe of Iſrael, 

Permit me, Sir, to remark, there is no rule in 
reaſon to judge of miraculous reports but by the 
ability and honeſty of the reporters, nor of their 
ſagacity and fidelity, but by the ability and honeſty 
of all thoſe that tranſmit their accounts and cha- 
raters to us, and how certain this rule is, I leave, 


Sir, to your conſideration, and whether the hiſtory 


of uncommon, ſupernatural, and unaccountable 
things are as credible as common and natural hiſtory, 
If that of Julius Cæſar was mix'd with fable and 
romance, the romantic parts, at leaſt, would not find 
ealy credit with confiderate readers. Were men 


ealily to believe ſuch ſtories, they would be liable to 


be everlaſtingly deceived by falſities, frauds, and fic- 
tions : *Tis not reaſonable, therefore, to credit unrea- 
ſonable accounts, that are no better atteſted than 
holy writings, which were ſown in weakneſs, but are 
raiſed in power, The ſtrangeſt ſtories in the world 


ſhould carry with them the moſt convincing proofs, 


to render them credible ; and this is the more rea- 
ſonable, as the matters that demand our belief are 
ſaid to be of the greater importance, or may be 


productive of the greater fraud and impoſition ; 


yet ſcarce were ever any hiſtories received in the 
world as authentic on ſo dark teſtimonies, and ſo 
uncertain foundation, as thoſe that are with us com- 
monly eſteem'd the moſt bright and certain of all 
hiſtorical facts in the world. I know that credu- 


lity is a folly that governs the weak minds that 


cannot, and the idle that will not examine for them- 
ſelves, and ever will yn an ignorant world; 
but the wiſe will endeavour to judge of ſterling 


truths by the touchſtone of pure reaſon, which only | 


can diſcover them ; and all faith which cannot bear 
this teſt is folly and ſtupidity. In anſwer therefore 


to Mr. Jackſon's Addreſs to the deiſts, *tis not im- 
poſlible 
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poſſible to prove the bac r of ſupernatural 
revelation. 


$. 41. On the authority of ie goſpel. 
I believe, Sir, upon the ſtricteſt enquiry it will 


be found impoſſible to us to know for certain who 


were the writers of the goſpels, and the acts of the 
apoſtles, or when, or where they were firſt written, 
or that they are the ſame as at firſt without corrup- 
tion or innovation; and one would think a deficien- 
cy in any of theſe points, in their defence as the 
uncorrupted word of God, is ſufficient to ſilence a 
modeſt author, and put his aſſurance out of coun- 
tenance: Though the Clearer delivers it as if it was 
a thing not to be doubted, that St. Matthew wrote 
his goſpel for the uſe of the Hebrews, when thou: 
ſands were living in Fudea who knew the circum- 
ſtances he reported. And Mr. Sylveſter ſays it was 


wrote eight years after Chriſt's aſcenſion ; but nei- 


ther of them know any thing of the matter. 

Mr. Feremiah Fones has ſhewn much care and 
learning in endeavouring to find out. on what au- 
thorities the goſpels ſtand, in two volumes to that 
end, and was far enough from men infidelity: 
But he is obliged to confels, 

I, That ' tis impoſſible to aſſign any certain time 
when the canonical books were collected. That 
there is no proof they were fixed in the firſt, nor 
beginning of the ſecond century. 

2. That they have been all or moſt of them re- 
jected by ſome Chriſtians in the firſt ages, even by 
ſome that did not go under the name of heretics, 
as well as by thoſe that did. And ſeveral of them 
have had their authority diſputed by learned men in 
later times. 
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3. Fauſtus Manichæus, and his followers, are ſaid 
Þ have rejected all the new teſtament, as not written 
by the apoſtles. Wer | 
4. The Allogians rejected the goſpel of St. Joby, 
5. Severus and his ſect rejected the AA, of the 
apoſtles, and all Paul's epiſtles. 8 1 
Certain it is, that Chriſtianity was no ſooner pro- 
pagated than it was divided into ſects and parties, 
and each pretended to be right, and have Chriſt 
and the apoſtles on his ſide yz and therefore forged 
books under the name of ſome apoſtle or diſciple; 
and each ſect have ever condemned the other of for- 
gery, hereſy, ignorance, or miſconſtruction, 
© The learned Cauſaubon, than whom no one 
was either more acquainted with, or more judi- 
cious in chriſtian antiquities, in his diſſertation 
* againſt Baronius ſays, I cannot but much reſent 
the practice of many in the earlieſt ages of the 
church, who reckoned it an action very merito- 
rious to make additions of their own to the truths 
of the goſpel, with this view, that chriſtianity 
might meet with the better reception among the 
Gentiles. They called theſe officious lies, con- 
© trived for a pious end. This produced innu- 
.© merable books in thoſe ages, wrote by men, not 
© bad, under the name of our Saviour, his apoſtles 
and followers.” 
if what Puppus in his Synodicon ſays be true, it 
ſhews what an inextricable dilemma the church 
was involv'd in, to diſtinguiſh what ſcripture was 
proper for them to take and refuſe, ſince they de- 
{fired the Lord to chuſe for them, and his miracu- 
lous kindneſs in determining their choice as directed 
by them. That the biſhops aſſembled at the coun- 
cil of Nice having put together all the books that 
pretended to inſpiration in a church under the com- 
munion table, they prayed to God that thoſe which 
which were of divine infpiration might be found 
upon 


(8: ] 
upon the table, and thoſe which were apocryphat 
under it, and. accordingly as they prayed it came to 


paſs. This action is not altogether incredible, for 
ſome angel of the church is always at the church's 


ſervice. 


St, Paul, or . ſome one in his name, was ſo ſanguin | 
as to advile the Galatians to receive no goſpel but ' 
his, though it ſhould come from heaven, and even 


to curſe the angel that brings it. 

The goſpels \ were kept private more than a cen- 
tury, at leaſt to infidels, if they were wrote before. 
And ſince *tis owned chat the firſt ages of chriſtia- 
nity which produced goſpels abounded with more 


forged than true, how can we be wa certain 


of the truth of any. 

No ſuch objections lie againſt profane or hes: 
then as holy hiſtory, Howcan the incredible accounts, 
delivered we know not by whom, when, where, 
or how, be ſet on a level = probable faces, whoſe 
authors and writings have been generally allowed : 


what advances the credit of theſe, and leſſens thoſe 


is, the liberty always allowed to be taken with the 


one, but the n there is in min ning _ | 


other, 
$, 07 S.. Matthew $ 8ojpel. 


Sandius ſays, it is impoſſible to determine any 
thing about its true author. — And ſo many names 
it has had, or is thought to have had, as ſhew the 
doubtfulneſs of its original.— It is alſo thought to 
be in many places altered and interpolated. The 
Nazarines are accuſed of corrupting it almoſt as 
ſoon as they had it. 

Ireneus of France, who lived about the middle of 


the ſecond century, is the firſt father of the church 


that writes of the time, tells us, that Matthew pub - 
1 his goſpel when Peter and Paul were at 3 
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Bur fome learned men have much queſtioned whe- 
ther thoſe apoſtles were ever there. Eccleſiaſtic wri- 
ters place this in the year 64, or later, about 30 years 
after Chriſt's death or aſcenſion. A fine time, if it 
was ſo, to begin to write his life and reſurrection, 
to be depended upon for authentic. *Tis ſtrange, 
thac of him who was ſo famous, as the evangeliſts 
report, no body began it ſooner, and that none 
wrote it but his negligent: ſervants, who omitted 
fo long, ſo eſſential a point, on the faith of which 
the ſalvation of the world depended. | 

Perhaps ſome ſuch objection made Euſebius, wh 

lived in the beginning of the fourth century, ſay 
Matthew's goſpel was wrote eight years after Chriſt's 
aſcenſion, And what carries it on his fide againſt 
 trenzus'is, that to the end of the old Arabic verſion 
there is affixed the following teſtimony : The end 
<. of the holy goſpel of the preaching of St. Mat- 
© thew, which he preached in Hebrew, in the land 
of Paleſtine, by the influence of the holy ſpirit, 


eight years after dur Lord Chriſt aſcended in his 


< fleſh to heaven, and the firſt year of the Roman 
emperor Claudius.“ And to be ſure the teſtimony 
was not interpolated, though the goſpel was, nor 
would believers father a lie on the Holy Ghoſt. 
But this Jrenæus never ſaw, or he would not have 
faid it was written twenty years later: but Euſebius, 
who came 150 years after, knew exactly the time of 
the old revelation by ſome new one made. to him 
then, or to his works ſince his death by the infal- 
lible church. As for Euſebius, tis owned he was a 
credulous man, and none was guilty of more miſ- 
takes: beſides, tis ſuppoſed things have been foiſted 

into his works of which he was not the author. 
Notwithftanding the preceding teſtimony, it is 
not agreed in what language St. Matthew's goſpel 
was wrote, the original text being loſt, nor can the 
copies of the original be determined. Some _ 
4 0 
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of the church would have it believed it was wrote 
in Hebrew ; but many of our firſt reformers by their 
learned criticiſms have endeavoured to prove, that 
the goſpel we now have according to St. Maithew 
is from ſome Greek original. | 
Epipbanius, biſhop of Salamis in Cyprus, anno 
370, or thereabouts, ſays, the goſpel of St. Mat 
thew, uſed by the Ebionites, (who it's thought were 
the firſt Chriſtians) and the Ceriuihians was altered 
and corrupted, having not the genealogy nor the 
two firſt chapters. Tis much to be queſtioned, 
whether thoſe chapters have not been added ſince 
that goſpel was firſt written, The marvellous catches 
the croud ; and he that affirms with moſt aſſurance 
is moſt firmly believed. 5 | 
The German anabaptiſts of the laſt preceding 

century, and Dr. Servetus, who was burnt for a he- 
retic, by that heretical pope Calvin at Geneva, de- 
nied the credit and authority of this goſpel. 


$. 43. On St. Mark's goſpel. 


Concerning St. Mark's goſpel there is ſcarce any 
thing to be found in eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, which 
can be depended on: © One Mark is mentioned in 
the Als of the apoſtles, in St. Paul's epiſtles, and 
by St. Peter; and 'tis ſuppoſed, that Mark was the 
author of this goſpel: but Grotius, Crotelerius, Dr. 
Cave, Dupin, Mr. Echard, and other moderns, are 
of a contrary opinion.“ | 

Euſebius tells us, that Clemens Alexandrinus in one 
place teſtifies St. Peter's approbation of the church 
of Rome's requeſt to Mark to write thoſe occurren- 
ces of the life of Chriſt, which he had heard of 
St. Peter, which we now call the goſpel of St. 
Mark, and that St. Peter approved of it. In ano- 


ther place the ſame author ſays, that St. Peter nei- 
wt HY TH M ther 


Is 
ther encouraged nor obſtructed Mark in his under- 
taking. 
'F, bob Clemens lived about the middle of the ſecond 
century, and *tis therefore very likely he knew very 


little of the matter; nor might Euſebius be well in- | 


form'd of what he ſaid; yet ſuch is church autho- 
rity, There is but little credit to be given to eccle- 
ſiaſtical hiflory ; the hiſtorians affirm'd what they 
thought beſt tended to the good of the church, 
and the church confirm'd it; and have condemn'd 
and deſtroyed all other, 

Irenæus, who lived in the ſecond century, ſays, 
that Mark, St. Peter's interpreter, wrote his goſpel 
after the death of Peter, what he had heard him 


preach ; but Origen, who lived in the third century, 


writes, that Mark wrote his goſpel according to the 
directions of St. Peter; and Ferom, who lived in 
the fourth. century, tells us, that Peter publiſhed it 
in the churches, and commanded the reading of it 
by his own authority : thus, the Jater-the hiſtorian, 
the greater the confirmation. Fame volans du- 
gelur. 


»Tis urged, that the Syriac, Arabic, and Perſic 


verſions affirm St. Mark to have wrote in Latin; to 
which Mr. Jones anſwers, That theſe epitaphs or 
poſtſcripts at the end of theſe verſions are of very 


uncertain authority; and that as to the time when 


Sr. Mark wrote his goſpel, *tis exceeding difficult to 
come to any clear determination, tho? *tis pretended 
to be wrote in Nero's reign. 

So that 'tis not knowable for e when, 
where, in what language, or by whom this goſpel 
was wrote; for *tis ſaid, he wrote what he had 
heard from St, Peter at Rome, and *tis much queſ- 
tioned, whether ever St. Peter was there. It is 
thought by ſome, to be only an abridgment of St. 
Matthew's goſpel, with an additional ſection con- 
ccrning Chriſt's reſurrection after the end of the _ 
| verſe, 


4 — „ ne AN mart 


1» „ o&Q& wo (0d uw wm ww 


. ↄ i. 16 A... 


423 Y gains Jn W 


[85] 
verſe, which St. Jerom fays moſt of the Greek co- 
pies have not; ſo ſays Gregory Miſſene; but Grotius 


ſuppoſes it was left out with delign, becauſe it 
ſeem'd to contradict St. Maithew, that Porphiry, 


Julian, and ſuch others, might not take occaſion 
trom thence to ridicule the goſpel; as Mr. Pabricius 
alſo obſerves, and adds, that *tis a caſe like what hap- 
pened to thoſe words Mark xiii. 32. to avoid the 
force of the Arian objections. It is confeſſed by 
Mr, Fones, vol. I. P. 564, that the laſt chapter of 
St, Mark's goſpel ſuffered many alterations: 
This ſhews how our goſpels have been moulded; 
but it cannot be ſhewn, how they were firſt caſt. 
Aaron's calf was, no doubt, a type of this lamb. 


8. 44. On St. Luke's goſpel. 


St. Lak is ſuppoſed to be the perſon mentioned 
in St. Paul's epiſtles. The accounts which we have 


from antiquity concerning this evangeliſt, are very 


ſhort and imperfect : tis ſuppoſed he was no Jew : 


the place where, and time when this goſpel was 


wrote, is very uncertain: tis ſuppoſed to be origi- 
nally written in Greek, becauſe tis the pureſt Greek 
of all the evangeliſts, _ 

Marcion and his followers had a different goſpel 
of St. Luke, than what we now receive: That he- 


retic (as the heretical orthodox ſay) inſerted and left 


out what he thought convenient, to ſerve his own 
purpoſes. Alas! *tis too common for people to ac- 
cuſe others of the crime they are guilty of them- 
ſelves; and ſects that differ in their ſentiments have 

equal honeſty. y 
What was called the goſpel of Marcion, was no 
other than that of St. Luke's altered and interpo- 
lated: He left out the two firſt chapters, and many 
other parts, and inſerted many things of his own, 
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[ 36 ] 
ſay Ireneus, Tertullian and Epiphanius, Or perhaps 
others have added what they are accuſed of leaving 
out, and Marcion might never find in; and alſo in- 
terpolated what they thought a goſpel benefit. No- 
thing is more certain, than that the truth of theſe 
things is moſt uncertain. | 


$. 45. Of St. John's goſpel. 


*Tis ſaid, St. John wrote his goſpel to ſupply the 
defects of the other goſpels : *cis certain, the other 
writers were very defective or negligent, and his 
ſupply weakens the force of his allies. *Tis alfo 
ſaid, that it was written to confute the Ebionites, 
Nicolaitans, Marcionites, and others, who denied 
the divinity of Chriſt; by which it appears, the 
primitive Chriſtians were not idolaters, nor worſhip- 
pers of a compound deity. 

This goſpel is confeſs'd to have been written al- 
moſt an hundred years after the birth of Chriſt, or 
between 60 and 70 years after his death. Epipba- 
nius ſays, St. John wrote it in the goth year of his 
age: and this goſpel is ſaid to be written in Greek 
originally; tho' St. John was an unlearned Hebrew, 
into which tongue it is ſaid to be afterwards tranſla- 
ted. With thele incredible circumſtances it paſſes 
with the church for St. John's goſpel : whoever 
wrote it, *tis certain it has ſuffered alterations; for 
the chapter of the adulterous woman is not in the 
old Syriac copy, nor ancient Greek manuſcript, 


$. 46. OF the Acts of the apoſtles. 


- 


The authority we have, that St. Laube is the au- 
thor of the As, is from a conjecture of Irenæus, 
tho* 'tis not known, who this Luke was, a diſciple 
of Jeſus or not; for he calls him the diſciple and 
follower of the apoſtles ; this conjecture of Irenæus 

| is 


4 


118%] 
is founded on 2 Tim. iv. 11. applied to As xvi. 10, 
11, 12. 16, 17. where the writer ſpeaks not in the 
name of Paul in the firſt perſon ſingular, but as a 
companion of Paul in the firſt perſon plural. But 
in my opinion, this gives more reaſon to believe it 


was Silas than Luke; for the plural perſon we is us'd 


by the writer after Paul had choſe Silas for his com- 
panion, and not before. Beſides, the A of the apo- 
ſtles could not be wrote by St. Luke, becauſe of the 


_ diſagreement in the time of Chriſt's abode on earth 


after his reſurrection, which, according to St, Luke 
was but one day, but according to the As is forty 
days. ; 04 | 

All the ſucceeding fathers of the church aſcribe 
the Ads of the apoſtles to St. Luke, being ſo di- 
reed by Jrenæus; for they follow one another in a 


tract: what one ſays or conjectures, which makes 
for the good of the cauſe, the others take for gran- 


ted, and affirm. St. Chryſaſtom confeſſes, that it 
was not known by whom this book was written, 

It is alſo confeſſed, that ſome of the firſt Chri- 
ſtians, the Cerinthians, Manicheans and Mareionites 


rejected this book as falſe and ſpurious. 


That the tranſcribers made alterations in this book 
is evident from the confeſſion of Eraſmus, who ſaid 
he found more curious readings in the manuſcripts 
of this, than any other of the ſacred books, 

There was another A#s of the apoſtles receiv'd 
by the Manicheans : the different ſects of Chriſtians 
could never agree 1n receiving the ſame goſpels, and 
thefefore. each forg'd or alter'd a goſpel to their 
own minds, according to the principles they had 
imbib'd. Thoſe whoſe faith did not correſpond 


with the goſpel, made goſpels to correſpond with 


their faith, as every believer now does, in explaining 


| thoſe they have. The prevailing ſect were always 
orthodox, and accuſed the others of, being ignorant 
heretics, of adding and taking away from the goſ- 


pels 


881 


pels according to their own fancies; and were the 
accuſed to anſwer for themſelves, they would ſay 
the ſame of their accuſers. | EY 


$. 47. Of Chriſtian berefies. | 


*Tis certain, that no ſooner did Chriſtianity ap- 
pear, but factions, parties and hereſies immediately 
{ſprung up, and have ever remained, and are ever 
likely to do ſo, as long as it exiſts, What's the 
meaning of this? Truth is clear and plain, uniform 
and harmonious; but error is obſcure and intricate, 
everlaſtingly dividing and ſubdividing itſelf, an in- 
exhauſtible fund of diſagreement and contention. 
When truth is expreſſed to look like error, that is 
not to be underſtood ; it may be productive of the 
ſame ill conſequences as error is, but then error is 
the occaſion of it, that is, the error of expreſſion 
and if truth puts on the garb and appearances of 
error, no wonder if it be miſtaken for it, and have 
the ſame influence. One would think, that the 
truth of God would appear like him, good, bright 
and lovely; for truth delights not to put on the 
garb of error, nor does wiſdom love to wear the 
maſk of folly, nor is it the property of real 
goodneſs to ſculk in the ſhades of darkneſs, and 
hide itſelf in obſcurity. It is not the nature of love 
and piety to produce contentions, envyings, hereſies 
and perſecutions; its nature is to ſend peace on 
earth, not fire, and ſword; nor is it diſpoſed to 
kindle the one, nor does it adviſe to ſell one's gar- 
ment to buy the other. NE” 7570 
A religion founded on bare authority, not con- 
ducted by the choice of reaſon, will admit of in- 
numerable pretenſions and impoſtures. Hence ariſes 
the exceeding difficulties of diſtinguiſhing right from 
wrong, truth from falſhood: But if we 3 | 
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and nature for our guide the diſtinction will he 
clear and eaſy. „ 

Ever ſince the revelation of Chriſtianity, diffe- 
rent ſects have riſen up among them: the weeds of 
hereſies have plentifully ſprouted out of this ground, 
but the true plant among chriſtians is hard to be 
found; they had ever more credulity than wiſdom, 
and more zeal than virtue. Each ſect have always 
thought it right to do wrong, i. e. to advance the 
goſpel or their party, by forging falſhoods or con- 
cealing truth. | | | 
Nothing is plainer than that the new teſtament 
books receiv*d their ſanction from the authority of 
the church only, for none but the church ever re- 
ceived them at all. And what makes any doctrines 
be called orthodox, but the ſucceſs the maintainers 
have had, who call themſelves the catholic church, 
by ſupprefling all other. And why are others 
deem'd or damn'd for heretics by the triumphant 
party, but becauſe the ſuffering party cannot help 
themſelves. The armour of faith, without the car- 
nal ſword,” does not compleat the wedding gar- 
ment of the church militant. Nothing bur ſucceſs 
can diſtinguiſh orthodoxy ſrom hereſy ; for where 
both ſides are poſitive they are right, and the proof 
is on no ſide, power only can determine the con- 
troverſy. There can be no other right to ortho- 
doxy where there. is none in the reaſon and nature 
of things, and neither ſide can find a proof there: 
they cannot ſubmit to be tried by that court, whoſe 
authority is condemned by them all, becauſe it fa- 
vours none: for poſitive precepts and doctrines pre- 
tended to be given by that court above, i. e. a ſu- 
pernatural court, refuſe all trial by the inferior court 
of nature. This is the preſumptive authority of 
all hereſy, That party which riſes as by the for- 
tune of war, and vanquiſhes the reſt, calls itſelf 
orthodox, which is but another word for * 

an 


[90] 


and the vanquiſh'd party is conſequently declared 


heretical. Orthodoxy therefore is only triumphant 
hereſy; and the authority of the fathers which are 
on their ſide, are no more right, than the uſurpa- 
tion of mother church is, ſo that nothing can be 
proved true from that quarter. Had the vanquiſh'd 
heretics prevailed, their ancient teachers had been 
fathers of the church, their doctrines had been or- 
thodox, and their goſpels, epiſtles, acts, and reve- 
lations would have had the ſanction of the inſpira- 
tion of the ſpirit; ſince the defenders of every an- 
cient hereſy eſpouſed ſome books peculiar to them 
ſelves, that were ſo called. Every ſect received ſuch 
books for canonical, as were for their purpoſe, or 
made them ſo; and the victorious party burnt and 
deſtroyed, as far as they were able, all that they 
diſliked. Cyril of Jeruſalem adviſes his catechumen 
to reject all ſacred books not contained in his cata- 
logue, and not to read them, The ſame the coun- 
cil of Laodicea, in the middle of the fourth century. 
The earlieſt Chriſtians, viz. the Nazarines, Ebio- 
nites, Cerinthians, Nicolaitans, Valentinians, Me- 
nandrians, Carpocratians, Montaniſts, Gnoſtics, 


Manicheans, Cerdonites, Marcionites, Tatianites, 


Sc. are all condemn'd for heretics by the other 
ſects, and thoſe that lived after them, and ſo were 
almoſt all of the firſt century, except Chriſt and the 
apoſtles, by the riſing orthodox of ſucceeding cen- 


turies, The fathers of the church from whoſe 


credit the canonical books are received lived about 


the beginning of the third century; a dark time to 


depend upon for light; and darker followed, which 
clouded that, and all that went before it. | 
If books are to be received as God's word by his 


. poſitive command, we ought to be poſitively ſure 
of them, or no impoſition and deceit is more eaſy, 


If the canon of the ſcripture depends upon tradi- 


tion, then it depends upon human authority; but 


that 


/ / 


luaſt our pity. Theſe are no fit guides to mankind. 


1921 . 
that of its divine, muſt reſt upon its own intrinfic+ 
worth : this is the only rule of judging its truth and 
purity, for doing which the learned Mr. Jeremiah 


| Jones gives us the following rules. 


$. 48. Mr. Jones's rules to judge of canonical books. 


Mr. Feremiah Jones lays down theſe rules, among 
others, to judge of the canonical authority of any 
book, by which the impartial may try if ours will 
bear the teſt. 2 
1. That book is certainly 1 in which 
are found any contradictions; for as both ſides of a 
contrary propoſition cannot be true, ſuch book muſt 
neceſſarily contain ſome what that is falſe, and con- 
ſequently cannot have God for its author, nor be to 
us a rule of doctrine and manners. | 

2. That book is certainly apocryphal which either 
contains any hiſtories, or propoſes any doctrines: 
contrary to thoſe which are certainly known to be 


true. To impute ſuch a book to the Holy Ghoſt, 


is to make God the author of a lie; and *tis not 
fit to take that for our guide in matters of the laſt 
conſequence, which we know to be not only fallible 


but falſe. 


3. That book is apocryphal in which are con- 
tained things ludicrous or trifling, fabulous or ſilly 
relations. God, a Being of infinite wiſdom and 
knowledge, cannot give us ſuch books as argue 
him guilty of weakneſs and folly, and impoſing 


on his ereatures things to be believed contrary to 


their moſt improved reaſon ; nor can men of ho- 
neſty and wiſdom be the authors of ſuch ſort of 
books; for if they wrote what they did not believe, 
they were notorious impoſtors; if they did believe 
they were perſons of ſhallow capacities and fooliſh 
credulity; the former deſerve our hatred, and the 


N This 


Po 
This obſervation (fays he) is not only evidently 
true, but of the greateſt neceſſity in the buſineſs. 
we are now about; for tis certain, that a very 
great number of the apocryphal books of the new 
teſtament are filled with the moſt idle and trifling 
ſtories, the moſt ridiculous and extravagant foo- 
leries imaginable, The romantic accounts of he 
virgin Mary's nativity, being bred by angels, and fed 
by them in ber infancy, &c. the childiſh relations of 
our Saviour s infancy and education, his learning” the 
alphabet, his flature, appearing ſome times 4s à child, 
metimes as a man, ſometimes ſo tall that bis head 
would reach ihe clouds, the length of his hair, beard, 
&c. the ſpirit's taking bim up to mount Thabor by aus 
of his hairs, &c. the ſilly miracles attributed to the 
| apoſtles, with all the ridiculous circumſtances that 
attended their ſeveral martyrdoms, Fc. are each, 
with all the other ſtories like them, unqueſtionable 
arguments to prove the books which contain them 
apocryphal; and to be no other than either the 
works of the weakeſt of men, whe were fondly 
credulous of every report, and had not diſcretion 
enough to diſtinguiſh between ſenſe and nonſenſe, 
between that which was credible and that which 
was not ſo ; or elſe the artful contrivance of fome 
who were more zealous than honeft, who thought 
by theſe . ſtories to gain credit to their new 
religion.“ 

Mr. Jones very juſtly argues, vol. x. p. 11. that 
the receiving books for inſpired, which are on 
the conſequences are evidently very bad. 

1. We thereby offer a notorious affront to our 
Maker, by impoſing forgeries, 5c, to the inſpira- 
tion of the Holy Spirit. 

2. We thereby aſſent to the moſt groſs and no- 
torious errors as indubitable truths, and ſo very 
often ſhall be like to oblige ourſelves to many bury 
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denſome imaginary duties, not only not required 
of God, but contrary to his will. p. 13. 
How careful then, Sir, ſhould men be to enquire. 
and aſſure themſelves indubitably what the inſpired 
books are. And how can we give our aſſent, 
where we have not full and clear evidence? and 
how can leſs evidence be ſatisfactory ? for our aſ- 
ſent to any propoſition can only be in proportion 
to its evidences. | . 


. 49. | Conclufie queries. 
; I purpoſe to conclude with propoſing a few que- 


ries reſulting from the preceding enquiry. 


Though each interpreter of ſcripture and goſpel- 


| preacher conceits himſelf (if he is honeſt) to be 
| = in his judgment, and therefore requires the 


allent of others to his own notions as the truth 
of the goſpel; yet as they cannot agree among 
themſelves what the truth of the goſpel is, to 


whom, or upon what ſcore ſhould we give our aſ- 


ſent? If to him that has the greateſt reaſon and 
probability on his ſide, whether it be not juſt and 
neceſſary to enquire into, and judge of things 
by their reaſon and probability? 

How is. the goſpel the revelation of God, if 
men cannot underſtand it who honeſtly endeavour 
-to do it ? | 


Why ſhould men be ſo bitter (as theſe gentlemen 


are) in vindicating what is out of their power to 
underſtand, explain, or defend? _ 
| Whether *tis not an evident mark of great weak- 
neſs and folly in men, (to ſay no worſe) not to agree 
in the circumſtances of an extraordinary fact, or 
not to be able to tell an important ſtory (which ' tis 
ſaid, was well known to the relaters) in a conſiſtent 
and intelligent manner ? | : | 
N 2 Whether 
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| Whether tis fit, that the ill connected tales of 
eredulous and ignorant men ſhould be attributed to 
the direction of a divine, unerring ſpirit, or be 
called goſpel, or God's word? 

Whether credulous and ignorant men are proper 
judges of truth; that we ſhould receive it arbitra- 
rily from them? How is it agreeable to the wiſdom 
of God, to chuſe the moſt ignorant and unlearned 
(if not fooliſh and wicked men) for the meſſengers 
of his will, and the diſcloſers of his council and 
wiſdom? ki 

W hether the Holy Ghoſt i is not given to believers 
now, as well as in the apoſtles time? if not, what 
reaſon have we, but that of the blind authority of 
uncertain tradition, that it was ever given? 

If the Holy Ghoſt be given to believers now, 
what are the' evident proofs of it, (beſides believing) 
whereby it may be diſtinguiſh*d from nature? And 
18 whether that can be known to be an infallible yy 
4 which cannot be infallibly known? 4 
1 Whether *tis conſiſtent with the goodneſs and in- 
fallibility of God, that the ſalvation of mens ſouls 
# - Thould in any meaſure depend upon their believing 
Þ the precarious and uncertain accounts of weak and 
18 fallible men? 

1 And whether any authority not founded in the 
4 nature and reaſon of things, is to be received as the 
# ſacred injunctions of divine truth? 

Where is the goodneſs or virtue of taking things 
| upon truſt, believing without evidence, and the 
F reaſonable means of conviction, as the credulous, 

| unthinking herd do, whoſe creed, like clock-work, 
: goesas it is directed by others, without being them- 
1 ſelves ſenſible, whether they are right or wrong? 
Since mankind have been groſsly impoſed on in 
| uch cafes, to their very great injury and deſtruc- 
| tion, and a right judgment of things has a manifeſt 
18 advantage 
4 2 b 
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advantage to their benefit, where is the crime of 
making an honeſt enquiry? Or rather, is not a rea- 


ſonable inſpection and ſcrutiny convenient and ne- 


ceſſary ? a 3 
Be pleaſed, Sir, to bear in mind, that the deſign 
of this enquiry is to ſnew, that the evidence given is 


not ſufficient to ſupport the credit of ſo extraordinary 


an event, and to demonſtrate, that true religion or 


righteouſneſs is not founded on an hiſtorical faith, 


and the credit of mighty actions that have weak 


proofs; but on plain philoſophy, on the conſtant 


and certain difference, nature and reaſon of things, 
in which conſiſts the knowledge of whatever is ne- 


ceſſary to diſcover and promote human happineſs ;_ 


and that Chriſtianity as old as the creation is the only 
true religion in it. 6 


Your real and faithful Friend, 


And bumble Servant, 


* 


Morar PRI LOSOPRER. 
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